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Presidential Documents 


Title 3— 


Proclamation 6410 of March 10. 1992 


The President 


Girl Scouts of the United States of America 


80 th Anniversary Day 


By the President of the United States of America 
A Proclamation 

Since Juliette Gordon Low founded the first troop on March 12, 1912, millions 
of Girl Scouts have embarked on great adventures in learning—adventures 
that have combined the joys of self-discovery with the rewards of friendship 
and voluntary service to others. By fostering the social, spiritual, and intellec¬ 
tual development of its members, the Girl Scouts of the U.S.A. has not only 
helped them to prepare for the challenges and opportunities of adulthood but 
also enriched our communities and country. 

From the Daisy and Brownie levels to the ranks of Junior, Cadette, and Senior, 
participation in the Girl Scouts is about becoming a good neighbor and citizen 
while at the same time striving to reach one’s fullest potential. The fundamen¬ 
tals of scouting—and life—are summarized in the Girl Scout Promise, which 
states: 

On my honor, 1 will try 
To serve God and my country 
To help people at all times 
And to live by the Scout Law. 

The Scout Law, in turn, upholds virtues such as honesty, fairness, self-respect, 
and respect and consideration for others. The first five words of the Law, “I 
will do my best,” emphasize that virtually every aim of scouting is rooted in a 
commitment to excellence. 

Learning is a key to excellence, of course, and one way that Girl Scouts gain 
valuable knowledge and experience is through voluntary service to others. 
Every Girl Scout has pledged "to help where I am needed . . . (and) to protect 
and improve the world around me." Hence, Girl Scouts serve as shining Points 
of Light in their communities; each year, they devote thousands of hours to 
activities such as visiting residents of nursing homes, collecting food and 
clothing for the poor, or planting and caring for trees. Moreover, the Girl Scout 
organization, which includes more than 200,000 troops across the United 
States, is staffed almost entirely by adult volunteers. 

By affirming the importance of serving others and by upholding the traditional 
moral and spiritual values on which this great Republic rests, the Girl Scouts 
of the U.S.A. has become known as an ‘‘all-American’* organization. Yet 
through its membership in the World Association of Girl Guides and Girl 
Scouts, the Girl Scouts of the U.S.A. is part of a global family of young women 
and adults who profess the timeless ideals contained in the Scout Promise and 
Scout Law. 

When she brought scouting to the girls of America 80 years ago, Juliette 
Gordon Low could not have envisioned the immense popularity and stature 
that it enjoys today. In a 1924 letter to members of the Girl Scouts, she wrote: 
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I hope that during the coming year we shall all remember the rules of 
this Girl Scouting game of ours. They are: To play fair. To play in 
your place. To play for your side and not for yourself. And as for the 
score, the best thing in a game is the fun and not the result .... 

For millions of American women, participation in the Girl Scouts has proved 
to be excellent preparation for life, and Ms. Low’s words are well worth 
remembering today. 

The Congress, by House Joint Resolution 343, has designated March 12,1992, 
as ‘‘Girl Scouts of the United States of America 80th Anniversary Day.” 

NOW. THEREFORE. I GEORGE BUSH. President of the United States of 
America, do hereby recognize March 12, 1992, as the 80th anniversary of the 
Girl Scouts of the United States of America. I invite all Americans to observe 
this occasion with appropriate programs, ceremonies, and activities. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF. I have hereunto set my hand this tenth day of 
March, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and ninety-two, and of the 
Independence of the United States of America the two hundred and sixteenth. 


[FR Doc. 92-6094 
Filed 3-11-92: 2:07 pm) 
Billing code 3195-01-M 









Rules and Regulations 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains regulatory documents having 
general applicability and legal effect most 
of which are keyed to and codified in 
the Code of Federal Regulations, which is 
published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 
U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold 
by the Superintendent of Documents. 

Prices of new books are listed in the 
first FEDERAL REGISTER issue of each 
week 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service 

7 CFR Part 360 
(Docket No. 91-1891 
RIN 0579-AA46 

Noxious Weeds; Addition to List 

agency: Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, USDA. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This document amends the 
noxious weed regulations by adding a 
weed, Melaleuca quenquinervia (Cav.) 
Blake, referred to as broadleaf paper 
bark tree, to the list of noxious weeds. 
Listed noxious weeds may be moved 
into or through the United States only 
under a written permit and under 
conditions that would not involve a 
danger of dissemination of the weeds. 
This action appears to be necessary to 
prevent the artificial spread of the weed 
into noninfested areas of the United 
States. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: April 13. 1992. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Thomas G. Flanigan. Operations Officer, 
Operations Support Staff. Plant 
Protection and Quarantine, APHIS. 
USDA. room 646, Federal Building. 6505 
Belcrest Road, Hyattsville, MD 20782. 
(301)436-8247. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

The noxious weed regulations 
(referred to below as the regulations) 
were established under authority of the 
Federal Noxious Weed Act of 1974 
(referred to below as the Act) and are 
set forth in 7 CFR part 360. They contain 
restrictions on the movement of noxious 
weeds into or through the United States, 
but do not affect the movement of listed 


noxious weeds that are moved solely 
intrastate. 

A listed noxious weed may be moved 
into or through the United States only 
pursuant to a written permit. The 
regulations provide for the issuance of a 
written permit only upon a 
determination that the importation and 
movement of the noxious weed would 
not involve a danger of dissemination of 
the noxious weed in the United States. 

The list of noxious weeds in the 
regulations is divided into aquatic 
weeds, parasitic weeds, and terrestrial 
weeds. This document adds Melaleuca 
quenquinervia (CAV.) Blake (commonly 
known as Melaleuca; referred to below 
as broadleaf paper bark tree) to the list 
of noxious aquatic weeds. 

In 1990, a notice of two public 
meetings and request for comments was 
published in the Federal Register 
(Docket No. 90-158. September 24,1990, 
55 FR 39010), with two subsequent 
notices of reschedulings (Docket No. 90- 
217. October 30. 1990, 55 FR 45611; and 
Docket No. 90-225, November 15,1990, 

55 FR 47776). Two meetings were held in 
December to gather information 
concerning whether broadleaf paper 
bark tree should be designated as a 
noxious weed. A total of 27 people gave 
testimony, and 35 written statements 
were received. Interest about broadleaf 
paper bark tree was expressed by a U.S. 
Congressman, private individuals 
recalling their personal experiences with 
the plant, and representatives of over 20 
organizations including city, county, 
State, and Federal governmental 
agencies, environmental groups, and 
nurserymen. All speakers supported 
listing broadleaf paper bark tree as a 
noxious weed. 

Of major concern was that the weed 
out competes or replaces native 
vegetation in Florida. Other expressed 
concerns included the adverse effects of 
the weed on wildlife and fish, 
biodiversity, the water table, public 
health, fire control in residential areas, 
and on navigation. Testimony and 
written comments were supportive of 
listing broadleaf paper bark tree as a 
noxious weed. The only comment 
opposing the designation of broadleaf 
paper bark tree as a Federal noxious 
weed asserted that doing so would 
restrict interstate movement. However, 
the commenter acknowledged that, as 
long as the nursery industry could 
continue to sell the plant in California. 
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losing sales from another State would 
not adversely impact the industry. 

Based on the supportive response to 
the two meetings and request for 
comments, a proposed rule requesting 
comments and offering the opportunity 
for a public hearing was published in the 
October 17.1991, Federal Register 
(Docket No. 91-084. 56 FR 52005). The 
document proposed amending the 
Federal noxious weed regulations by 
adding broadleaf paper bark tree to the 
list of noxious weeds. Comments were 
required to be received on or before 
December 16.1991. We received 14 
timely comments, with no public hearing 
requests. All responses were in favor of 
adding broadleaf paper bark tree to the 
Federal list of noxious aquatic weeds. 

Commenters again included a U.S. 
Congressman, representatives of five 
State governments, environmental 
interest groups, a water management 
district, scientists, and concerned 
individuals. Major concerns continued 
to center around the hazard this 
“biological pollutant'* presents to the 
ecosystem, threatening the water supply 
and habitat of native plants and 
animals. Commenters repeatedly 
pointed out the costs to human health 
and the natural environment which the 
spread of this pest is capable of causing, 
and questioned any value to any plant 
or animal species, locale, or industry. 

This change to the regulations will 
help protect areas not infested from 
becoming infested through artificial 
movement of the weed. Designating 
broadleaf paper bark tree as a noxious 
weed will allow APHIS to cooperate 
with other Federal and State agencies in 
conducting biological control activities. 
By providing this service, it is possible 
that wetlands lost to this weed could 
revert back to a wetland status. This, in 
turn, will improve the quality of life for 
citizens living in or around infested 
areas, improve habitat for wildlife and 
fish, and increase biodiversity of the 
fauna and flora communities. 

The lone opponent of adding 
broadleaf paper bark tree to the list of 
Federal noxious weeds in the previous 
request for comments also responded to 
the proposed rule. His reply was 
supportive of adding broadleaf paper 
bark tree to the Federal noxious weed 
list as long as nurseries in his State 
could continue to ship this plant 
material intrastate. The regulations will 
allow for the movement of the plant into 
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or through the United States only under 
a written permit and under conditions 
not involving a danger of dissemination 
of the weed, and makes no provisions 
for, or against, intrastate movement. 

Therefore, we are amending 
§ 360.200(a) by adding Melaleuca 
quenquinervia (Cav.) Blake to the list of 
aquatic weeds regulated under the 
noxious weed regulations. 

Executive Order 12291 and Regulatory 
Flexibility Act 

We are issuing this rule in 
conformance with Executive Order 
12291, and we have determined that it is 
not a “major rule." Based on information 
compiled by the Department, we have 
determined that this rule will have an 
effect on the economy of less than $100 
million; will not cause a major increase 
in costs or prices for consumers, 
individual industries. Federal, State, or 
local government agencies, or 
geographic regions; and will not cause a 
significant adverse effect on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 

This rule will amend the noxious 
weed regulations by adding Melaleuca 
quenquinervia (Cav.) Blake, referred to 
as broadleaf paper bark tree, to the list 
of aquatic noxious weeds. A listed 
noxious weed may be moved into or 
through the United States only pursuant 
to a written permit. The regulations 
provide for the issuance of a written 
permit only upon a determination that 
the movement of the noxious weed will 
not involve a danger of dissemination of 
the noxious weed in the United States. 

Broadleaf paper bark tree grows in 
parts of the United States where the 
weather is warm and humid and winter 
freezing does not occur. Present 
coverage is approximately 3 million 
acres in California, Florida, Hawaii, 
Puerto Rico, and Texas. 

The State of Florida has declared the 
broadleaf paper bark tree a noxious 
weed, making the growth and sale of the 
plant illegal in the State. According to 
the economic impact assessment made 
by the Florida Division of Resource 
Management, the anticipated benefits of 
the proposed rule far outweigh the costs. 
The direct and indirect costs to 
associated industries within Florida 
have been estimated to be about $12.3 
million, while the direct and indirect 
benefits are about $160 million. The 
addition of broadleaf paper bark tree to 
the Federal noxious weed list is not 
expected to have a greater economic 


impact in Florida than the State 
amendment. 

Broadleaf paper bark tree is grown as 
an ornamental tree in Southern 
California. There are about 583 
wholesale and 1,026 retail nurseries 
currently in operation in California. 
However, it is not known how many of 
these establishments carry broadleaf 
paper bark tree. According to the 
information obtained from 
representative retail nusery 
establishments, the total sale of 
broadleaf paper bark tree plants is 
estimated to be about $1.5 million to $2 
million. This represents less than 0.35 
percent of the total sales of the nursery 
industry in California. Most of the 
contacted nurseries reported that either 
they have never engaged in interstate 
commerce in broadleaf paper bark trees 
or they have discontinued this practice. 
The only reported interstate transaction 
involves the movement of seeds from 
California to Hawaii. 

The Hawaii Department of Land and 
Natural Resources’ Forestry Division 
raises about 14,000 seedlings annually 
from seeds which are imported from the 
mainland. A package of 1000 seeds is 
sold at an average price of about $3.50. 
The economic impact of the rule change 
on this volume of commerce is minor. 

By listing broadleaf paper bark tree as 
a noxious weed, persons seeking to 
move any broadleaf paper bark tree into 
or through the United States will be 
required to obtain a written permit as 
provided in the regulations. Any 
resultant inconvenience is not expected 
to increase broadleaf paper bark tree 
seed prices. Since the volume of 
commerce into or through the United 
States of broadleaf paper bark tree is 
minimal. APHIS concludes that adding it 
to the aquatic noxious weed list is 
unlikely to have any significant impact 
on U.S. producers and consumers. 

Under these circumstances, the 
Administrator of the Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service has 
determined that this action will not have 
a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 

Executive Order 12778 

This final rule adds the aquatic weed 
broadleaf paper bark tree [Melaleuca 
quenquinervia) to the list of noxious 
weeds. The listing of the broadleaf 
paper bark tree as a noxious weed 
under the Federal Noxious Weed Act 
will preempt State and local laws, 
regulations, or policies with regard to 
the importation, movement through the 
United States, and other transactions in 
foreign commerce of the broadleaf paper 
bark tree. States and local jurisdictions 
will not be preempted from imposing 


restrictions on other movements or 
transactions regarding the broadleaf 
paper bark tree provided that any such 
laws, regulations, or policies are not 
inconsistent with the Federal Noxious 
Weed Act and regulations promulgated 
thereunder. No retroactive effect is to be 
given to this rule. This rule will not 
require administrative proceedings 
before parties may file suit in court. 

Paperwork Reduction Act 

In accordance with section 3507 of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 (44 
U.S.C. chapter 35), the information 
collection provisions that are included 
in this final rule have been submitted for 
approval to the Office of Management 
and Budget. 

Executive Order 12372 

This program/activity is listed in the 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
under No. 10.025 and is subject to 
Executive Order 12372, which requires 
intergovernmental consultation with 
State and local officials. (See 7 CFR part 
3015, subpart V.) 

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 360 

Imports, Plants (Agriculture), 
Quarantine, Transportation, Weeds. 

Accordingly, 7 CFR part 360 is 
amended as follows: 

PART 360 —NOXIOUS WEED 
REGULATIONS 

1. The authority citation for part 360 is 
revised to read as follows: 

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 2803 and 2809; 7 CFR 
2.17, 2.51, and 371.2(c). 

2. In § 360.200, paragraph (a) listing 
aquatic weeds is amended by adding the 
following in alphabetical order: 

§ 360.200 Designation of noxious weeds. 1 
***** 

(a) • • • 

Melaleuca quenquinervia (Cav.) Blake 
(broadleaf paper bark tree). 

• • * * * 

Done in Washington. DC. this 10th day of 
March 1992. 

Robert Melland, 

Administrator. Animat and Plant Health 
Inspection Service . 

[FR Doc. 92-5912 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am| 

BILLING COO€ 3410-34-M 


1 One or more common names of weeds are given 
in parentheses after most scientific names to help 
identify the weeds represented by such scientific 
names; however, a scientific name is intended to 
include all weeds within the genus or species 
represented by the scientific name, regardless of 
whether the common name or names are as 
comprehensive in scope as the scientific name. 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 
14 CFR Part 39 

I Docket No. 91-NM-114-AD; Amendment 
39-8175; AD 91-24-11 R1) 

Airworthiness Directives; Boeing 
Model 727 Series Airplanes 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 
action: Final rule, correction. 

summary: This amendment corrects 
information in an existing airworthiness 
directive (AD), applicable to certain 
Boeing Model 727 series airplanes, 
which currently requires inspection for 
cracks and web separation of the body 
station (BS) 870 terminal fitting, cold 
working certain fastener holes, and 
repair or replacement of the fitting, if 
necessary. This action corrects the final 
rule by deleting a requirement to remove 
weather caulking under certain 
circumstances. 

DATES: Effective January 7, 1992. 

The incorporation by reference of 
certain publications listed in the 
regulations was previously approved by 
the Director of the Federal Register as of 
January 7,1992 (56 FR 61354). 
addresses: The applicable service 
information may be obtained from 
Boeing Commercial Airplane Group. 

P.O. Box 3707, Seattle, Washington 
98124. This information may be 
examined at the FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region. Transport Airplane 
Directorate, 1001 Lind Avenue SW.. 
Renton, Washington: or at the Office of 
the Federal Register, 1100 L Street NW.. 
room 8401, Washington, DC. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Ms. Kathi N. Ishimaru, Aerospace 
Engineer, Seattle Aircraft Certification 
Office, Airframe Branch, ANM-120S, 
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate. 
1601 Lind Avenue SW., Renton, 
Washington 98055-4056; telephone (206) 
227-2778; fax (206) 227-1181. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
November 5.1991, the FAA issued AD 
91-24-11, Amendment 39-8097, which is 
applicable to certain Boeing Model 727 
series airplanes. That AD was published 
in the Federal Register on December 3, 
1991 (56 FR 61354). That action requires 
inspection for cracks and web 
separation of the body station (BS) 870 
terminal fitting, cold working certain 
fastener holes, and repair or 
replacement of the fitting, if necessary. 
That action was prompted by reports of 
cracks and web separations of the BS 
870 terminal fitting. The requirements of 


the AD are intended to prevent failure of 
the fitting and depressurization of the 
airplane. 

In the notice of proposed rulemaking 
(NPRM) that preceded the final rule, the 
FAA had proposed an action that would 
have required the removal of weather 
caulking material from the fuselage skin 
butt splice cavity in acccordance with 
Figure 1 of Boeing Service Bulletin 727- 
53-0194, dated November 8,1990. Based 
on comments received in response to the 
NPRM, the FAA determined that 
removal of the weather caulking 
material was not necessary, and that the 
proposed requirement should be 
removed from the final rule. (This 
determination was discussed in the 
preamble to the final rule.) Upon 
publication of the final rule in the 
Federal Register, however, the 
requirement to remove the weather 
caulking was inadvertently included in 
paragraph (a). 

Action is taken herein to correct the 
rule by adding a sentence to paragraph 

(a) to specify that removal of weather 
caulking is not required, and to correctly 
add the AD as an amendment to § 39.13 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(FAR). No other change has been made 
to the substance of the rule. The 
effective date of the rule remains 
January 7.1992. 

The final rule is being reprinted in its 
entirety (as follows) for the convenience 
of affected operators. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 

Air transportation, Aircraft. Aviation 
safety. Incorporation by reference. 
Safety. 

Adoption of the Correction 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
amends 14 CFR part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations as follows: 

PART 39—{AMENDED! 

1. The authority citation for part 39 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421 and 1423; 
49 U.S.C. 106(g); and 14 CFR 11.89. 

§39.13 [Amended] 

2. Section 39.13 is amended by 
correctly adding the following 
airworthiness directive: 

91-24-11 Rl. Boeing: Amendment 39-8175. 
Docket No. 91-NM-114-AD. 

Applicability: Model 727 series airplanes, 
line numbers 001 through 875. certificated in 
any category. 

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless 
previously accomplished. 


To prevent failure of the body station (BS) 
870 terminal fitting and depressurization of 
the airplane, accomplish the following: 

(a) Prior to the accumulation of 25.000 total 
flight cycles or within the next 3.000 flight 
cycles after the effective date of this AD. 
whichever occurs later, conduct visual, eddy 
current, and ultrasonic inspections of the 
body station (BS) 870 terminal fitting for 
cracks and web separations, in accordance 
with Figure 1 of Boeing Service Bulletin 727- 
53-0194, dated November 8.1990. During the 
initial inspection, rework uncracked fastener 
holes and install oversized fasteners, in 
accordance with Figure 1 of the service 
bulletin. Removal of weather caulking 
material from the fuselage skin butt splice 
cavity, as shown in Figure 1 of the service 
bulletin, is not required by this AD. 

(b) If cracks or separations are found, prior 
to further flight, repair the BS 870 terminal 
fitting in accordance with Boeing Service 
Bulletin 727-53-0194. dated November 8, 

1990. After repairs, repeat the inspection 
requirements of paragraph (a) of this AD as 
follows: 

(1) For airplanes on which outboard flange 
cracks are removed by oversizing the 
fastener holes, repeat the inspections at 
intervals not to exceed 6.000 flight cycles or 3 
years, whichever occurs first. 

(2) For airplanes on which the external 
doubler is used to repair only outboard flange 
cracks, repeat the inspections at intervals not 
to exceed 6,000 flight cycles or 3 years, 
whichever occurs first. 

(3) For airplanes on which the external 
doubler is used to repair either web 
separations, or web separations and 
outboard flange cracks, repeat the 
inspections at intervals not to exceed 3.000 
flight cycles or 18 months, whichever occurs 
first. 

(c) If no cracks or separations are found, 
repeat the inspection requirements of 
paragraph (a) of this AD at intervals not to 
exceed 6,000 flight cycles or 3 years, 
whichever occurs first. 

(d) The partial replacement of the body 
station (BS) 870 terminal fitting in accordance 
with Boeing Service Bulletin 727-53-0194. 
dated November 8,1990, constitutes 
terminating action for the inspection 
requirements of this AD. for the replaced 
portion of the fitting. Unreplaced portions 
must continue to be inspected in accordance 
with this AD. 

(e) The complete replacement of the body 
station (BS) 870 terminal fitting in accordance 
with Boeing Service Bulletin 727-53-0194, 
dated November 8,1990, constitutes 
terminating action for the inspection 
requirements of this AD. 

(f) An alternative method of compliance or 
adjustment of the compliance time, which 
provides an acceptable level of safety, may 
be used when approved by the Manager. 
Seattle Aircraft Certification Office (ACO). 
FAA. Transport Airplane Directorate. 

Note: The request should be forw arded 
through an FAA Principal Maintenance 
Inspector, who may concur or comment and 
then send it to the Manager. Seattle ACO. 

(g) Special flight permits may be issued in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to 
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operate airplanes to a base in order to 
comply with the requirements of this AD. 

(h) The inspection and repair requirements 
«hall be done in accordance with Boeing 
Service Bulletin 727-53-0194. dated 
November ft, 1990. This incorporation by 
reference was previously approved by the 
Director of the Federal Register as of January 
7, 1992 (56 FR 61354), in accordance with 5 
U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR part 51. Copies may 
be obtained from Boeing Commercial 
Airplane Croup. P.O. Box 3707. Seattle. 
Washington 98124. Copies may be inspected 
at the FAA. Northwest Mountain Region. 
Transport Airplane Directorate. 1601 Und 
Avenue SW.. Renton. Washington: or at the 
Office of the Federal Register. 1100 L Street 
NW.. room 8401, Washington. DC 

(i) This amendment (39-8175). AD 91-24-11 
Rl. is effective January 7.1992. 

Issued in Renton. Washington, on January 
23.1992. 

DarreU M. Pederson. 

Acting Manager. Transport Airplane 
Directorate. Aircraft Certification Service 
{FR Doc. 92-5961 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am] 

BILUNG CODE 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 73 

l Airspace Docket No. 91-AWP-9I 

Amendment to Time of Designation for 
Restricted Area R-2530; Sierra Army 
Depot, CA 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This action amends the time 
of designation for Restricted Area R- 
2530 Sierra Army Depot. CA. The 
current published time of designation is 
“0800 to 1800 p.s.t., Monday to Friday.” 
The U.S. Army’s munitions disposal 
workload has increased to the point 
where the existing time designation does 
not allow sufficient time for this mission 
to be accomplished. This amendment 
adds the provision, “other times by 
NOTAM’’ to the existing time to enable 
the Army to temporarily extend the 
restricted area hours in order to 
accommodate the increased workload. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901, U.t.C.. April 30. 
1992. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Linda Ullom. Military Operations 
Program Office (ATM-420). Office of Air 
Traffic System Management. Federal 
Aviation Administration. 800 
Independence Avenue. SW.. 

Washington. DC 20591: telephone: (202) 
267-7683. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

History 

On October 21.1991, the FAA 
proposed to amend part 73 of the 


Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
part 73) to amend the time of 
designation of R-2530 Sierra Army 
Depot. CA (56 FR 52492). Interested 
parties were invited to participate in this 
rulemaking proceeding by submitting 
written comments on the proposal to the 
FAA. No comments objecting to the 
proposal were received. Except for 
editorial changes, this amendment is the 
same as that proposed in the notice. 
Section 73.25 of part 73 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations was republished in 
Handbook 7400.8 dated November 1, 
1991. 

The Rule 

This amendment to part 73 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations amends 
the time of designation of R-2530 Sierra 
Army Depot, CA, by adding the “other 
times by NOTAM” provision to the 
existing time of designation of “0800- 
1800 p.s.t., Monday to Friday," The U.S. 
Army’s munilions disposal workload 
has increased to the point where the 
existing time designation does not allow 
sufficient time for this mission to be 
accomplished. The “other times by 
NOTAM” provision is necessary to 
enable the Army to temporarily extend 
the restricted area hours in order to 
accommodate the increased workload. 
Furthermore, adding the “other times by 
NOTAM” provision will provide the 
operational flexibility needed to meet 
future requirements for timely munitions 
disposal. 

The FAA has determined that this 
regulation only involves an established 
body of technical regulations for which 
frequent and routine amendments are 
necessary to keep them operationally 
current. It. therefore—(1) is not a “major 
rule” under Executive Order 12291: (2) is 
not a “significant rule” under DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034; February 26.1979); and (3) 
does not warrant preparation of a 
regulatory evaiuaton as the anticipated 
impact is so minimal. Since this is a 
routine matter that will only affect air 
traffic procedures and air navigation, it 
is certified that this rule will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 73 

Aviation safety. Restricted areas. 
Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me. part 73 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 73) is 
amended, as follows: 


PART 73—SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE 

1. The authority citation for part 73 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 49 U.S.C. app. 1348(a), 1354(a). 
1510,1522; EO. 18854. 24 FR 9565. 3 CFR, 
1959-1963 Comp., p. 389: 49 U.S.C. 106(g): 14 
CFR 11.89. 

§73.25 | Amended 1 

2. Section 73.25 19 amended as follows: 
R-2530 Sierra Army Depot, CA (Amended] 

By removing the existing Time of 
designation and substituting the following: 

Time of designation. 0800-1800 p.s.t., 
Monday to Friday; other times by NOTAM. 

Issued in Washington. DC. on February 10. 
1992. 

ferry W. Ball, 

Acting Manager Airspace — Rules and 
Aeronautical Information Division. 

(FR Doc. 92-5957 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am) 

BILUNG CODE 4910-13-41 


PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY 
CORPORATION 

29 CFR Part 2676 

Valuation of Plan Benefits and Plan 
Assets Following Mass Withdrawal- 
Interest Rates 

agency: Pension Benefit Guaranty 
Corporation. 

action: Final rule. 

summary: This is an amendment to the 
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation’s 
regulation on Valuation of Plan Benefits 
and Plan Assets Following Mass 
Withdrawal (29 CFR part 2676). The 
regulation prescribes rules for valuing 
benefits and certain assets of 
multiemployer plans under sections 
4219(c)(1)(D) and 4281(b) of the 
Employee Retirement Income Security 
Act of 1974. Section 2676.15(c) of the 
regulation contains a table setting forth, 
for each calendar month, a series of 
interest rates to be used in any 
valuation performed as of a valuation 
date within that calendar month. On or 
about the fifteenth of each month, the 
PBGC publishes a new entry in the table 
for the following month, whether or not 
the rates are changing. This amendment 
adds to the table rate series for the 
month of April 1992. 
effective date: April 1.1992. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Deborah C. Murphy. Attorney. Office of 
the General Counsel (22500). Pension 
Benefit Guaranty Corporation. 2020 K 
Street. NW.. Washington, DC 20006; 202- 
778-6620 (202-776-8859 for TTY and 
TDD). (These are not toll-free numbers.) 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

PBGC finds that notice of and public 
comment on this amendment would be 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest, and that there is good cause for 
making this amendment effective 
immediately. These findings are based 
on the need to have the interest rates in 
this amendment reflect market 
conditions that are as nearly current as 
possible and the need to issue the 
interest rates promptly so that they are 
available to the public before the 
beginning of the period to which they 
apply. (See 5 U.S.C. 553 (b) and (d).) 
Because no general notice of proposed 
rulemaking is required for this 
amendment, the regulatory flexibility act 
of 1980 does not apply (5 U.S.C. 601(2)). 


The PBCC has also determined that 
this amendment is not a “major rule" 
within the meaning of Executive Order 
12291 because it will not have an annual 
effect on the economy of $100 million or 
more: or create a major increase in costs 
or prices for consumers, individual 
industries, or geographic regions: or 
have significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, or 
innovation, or on the ability of United 
States-based enterprises to compete 
with foreign-based enterprises in 
domestic or export markets. 

List of Subjects in 29 CFR Part 2676 

Employee benefit plans and Pensions. 


In consideration of the foregoing, part 
2676 of subchapter H of chapter XXVI of 
title 29. Code of Federal Regulations, is 
amended as follows: 

PART 2676—VALUATION OF PLAN 
BENEFITS AND PLAN ASSETS 
FOLLOWING MASS WITHDRAWAL 

1. The authority citation for part 2676 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 29 U.S.C. 1302(b)(3), 

1399(c)(1)(D). and 1441(b)(1). 

2. In § 2676.15, paragraph (c) is 
amended by adding to the end of the 
table of interest rates therein the 
following new entry: 

§2676.15 Interest 
• • • * * 

(c) Interest Rates. 


For valuation dates 

nrn irnnn irv Iho 



The values lor i k are: 





occurring in mo 

month: 

i» h b i* h 

k 

h 

ti i» iio 

hi ha 

hi h« 

hi 

h, 

April 1992....... 

• • 

.0675 .06625 .0650 .06375 .0625 

.06125 

• 

.06125 

.06125 .06125 .06125 

06 .06 

.06 .06 

06 

.05875 



Issued at Washington. DC. on this 9th day 
of March 1992. 

|ames B. Lockhart III, 

Executive Director, Pension Benefit Guaranty 
Corporation. 

[FR Doc. 92-5909 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILLING COOE 770S-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 180 
IOPP-300240A; FRL-4049-5) 

RIN 2070-AB78 

L-Glutamic Acid; Tolerance Exemption 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This document establishes an 
exemption from the requirement of a 
tolerance for residues of L-glutamic acid 
(CAS Registry No. 68-86-0) when used as 
an inert ingredient (nutrient) in pesticide 
formulations applied to growing crops 
only. This regulation was requested by 
Farrson Chemicals. 

EFFECTIVE date: This regulation 
becomes effective on March 13,1992. 
addresses: Written objections, 
identified by the document control 
number. (OPP-300240A), may be 
submitted to: Hearing Clerk (A-110), 
Environmental Protection Agency, rm. 


M3708. 401 M St., SW., Washington, DC 
20460. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: By 

mail: Kerry Leifer, Registration Support 
Branch, Registration Division (H7505C), 
Office of Pesticide Progams, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
St., SW., Washington, DC 20460. Office 
location and telephone number rm. 

711L, CM #2,1921 Jefferson Davis 
Highway, Arlington. VA 22202, (703)- 
305-5180. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: in the 

Federal Register of December 13,1991 
(56 FR 65035), EPA gave notice that at 
the request of Farrson Chemicals, P.O. 
Box 7134, Kennewick, WA 99336, and 
pursuant to section 408(e) of the Federal 
Food. Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 
346a(e)), EPA proposed to amend 40 
CFR 180.1001(d) by establishing an 
exemption from the requirement of a 
tolerance for the chemical L-glutamic 
acid when used as an inert ingredient 
(nutrient) in pesticide formulations 
applied to growing crops only. 

There were no comments or requests 
for referral to an advisory committee 
received in response to the proposed 
rule. 

The data submitted in the petition and 
other relevant material have been 
evaluated and discussed in the proposed 
rule. Based on the data and information 
considered, the Agency concludes that 
the exemption from the requirement of a 
tolerance for L-glutamic acid will protect 
the public health. Therefore, the 
exemption from the requirement of a 


tolerance is established as set forth 
below. 

Any person adversely affected by this 
regulation may, within 30 days after 
publication of this document in the 
Federal Register, file written objections 
with the Hearing Clerk, at the address 
given above. The objections submitted 
must specify the provisions of the 
regulation deemed objectionable and the 
grounds for the objections. If a hearing 
is requested, the objections must include 
a statement of the factual issue(s) on 
which a hearing is requested and the 
requestor’s contentions on each such 
issue. A request for a hearing will be 
granted if the Administrator determines 
that the material submitted shows the 
following: There is a genuine and 
substantial issue of fact; there is a 
reasonable possibility that available 
evidence identified by the requestor 
would, if established, resolve one or 
more of such issues in favor of the 
requestor, taking into account 
uncontested claims or facts to the 
contrary; and resolution of the factual 
issue(9) in the manner sought by the 
requestor would be adequate to justify 
the action requested. 

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 
requirements of section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
354, 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 601-612), the 
Administrator has determined that 
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regulations establishing new tolerances 
or raising tolerance levels or 
establishing exemptions from tolerance 
requirements do not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. A certification 
statement to this effect was published in 
the Federal Register of May 4.1981 (46 
FR 24950). 

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 180 

Administrative practice and 
procedure. Agricultural commodities. 
Pesticides and pests. Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements. 

Dated: February 26, 1992. 

Douglas D. Campt, 

Director, Office of Pesticide Programs. 

Therefore. 40 CFR part 180 is amended 
as follows: 

PART 180—l AMENDED] 

1. The authority citation for part 180 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 21 ll.S.C, 346a and 371. 

2. Section 180.1001(d) is amended in 
the table therein by adding and 
alphabetically inserting the following 
inert ingredient, to read as follow's: 

§ 180.1001 Exemption from the 
requirement of a tolerance. 


Inert ingredients Limits Uses 


L-glutamic acid Seet treatmeni Plant outnent 

(CiHvNO*: Cas use only 
Reg. No. 56- 
86 - 0 ) 

• « • • • 


(FR Doc. 92-5823 Filed 3-12-A2: 8:45 am| 

BILLING CODE ftSaO-Sfr-F 


40 CFR Part 180 

IPP 9F3725/R1124; FRL-3932-21 
RIN 2070-AB78 

Oxadixyl; Establishment of Pesticide 
Tolerances 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This rule establishes 
tolerances in or on raw agricultural 
commodities of plant origin for the 
combined residues of the fungicide 
oxadixyl (2-methoxy-N-(2-oxo-1.3- 


oxazolidin-3-yl)-acet-2\6*-xylidide) and 
its desmethyl (M-3) metabolite (2- 
hydroxy-N-(2-oxo-1.3-oxazolidin-3vl)- 
acet^’.e’-xylidide), calculated as 
oxadixyL This rule to establish 
maximum permissible levels of 
combined residues of the pesticide and 
its metabolite in or on the commodities 
was requested by Sandoz Crop 
Protection Corp. 

effective date: Effective on February 
25.1992. 

addresses: Written objections, 
identified by the document control 
number [PP 9F3725/R1124], may be 
submitted to the: Hearing Clerk (A-11GJ. 
Environmental Protection Agency, rm. 
M-3708, 401 M St.. SW.. Washington. DC 
20460. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Susan T. Lewis. Product Manager (PM) 
21, Registration Division (H-7505C). 
Environmental Protection Agency. 401 M 
SU SW., Washington, DC 20460. Office 
location and telephone number rm. 227, 
CM #2,1921 Jefferson Davis Hwy., 
Arlington. VA 22202. (703) 305-6900. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA 
issued a notice published in the Federal 
Register of March 23.1989 (54 FR 12009). 
proposing to amend 40 CFR part 180 by 
establishing tolerances under section 
408 of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetics Act (21 U.S.C, 346a) for the 
fungicide oxadixyl and its metabolite 
(expressed as the fungicide) in or on 
various raw agricultural commodities. 
The company subsequently revised the 
list of raw agricultural commodities to 
include the crop groupings fruiting 
vegetables (except cucurbits) group, 
cucurbit vegetables group, leafy 
vegetables (except Brassica vegetables) 
group, Brassica (cole) leafy vegetables 
group, cotton seed, peas, soybeans, 
sunflower seed, root and tuber 
vegetables group, cereal grains group 
(except wheat), grass forage, fodder and 
hay group, and nongrass animal feeds 
(forage, fodder, straw, and hay) group at 
0.10 part per million (ppra). 

There were no comments received in 
response to the notice of filing. To 
clarify the residues of regulatory 
concern, the Agency has decided that 
the tolerance expression for plant 
commodities should consist of oxadixyl 
and its desmethyl metabolite, calculated 
as oxadixyl. 

The data submitted in support of the 
petition and other relevant materials 
have been evaluated. The pesticide is 
considered useful for the purpose for 
which the tolerances are sought. The 
toxicological data considered in support 
of the tolerances include the following: 

1. A 2-year feeding/oncogenicity 
study with male and female rats using 


dietary' concentrations of 0,100, 250, and 
1.000 ppm. equivalent to 0. 4.79, ia9, and 
47.9 mg/kg/day was conducted. There 
was a statistically significant increase in 
hepatocellular adenomas at the high 
dose in both males and females. No 
evidence of early onset of these tumors 
was seen since no hepatocellular 
adenomas or carcinomas were seen in 
any animals sacrificed at 55 and 81 
weeks. Historical control data indicated 
that the spontaneous rate for 
hepatocellular adenomas was 1.64 
percent for males and 2.62 percent for 
females. Incidence of this tumor type at 
the highest dose tested was much 
greater than the historical controls for 
both males and females. Survival was 
unaffected in males and was slightly but 
statistically significantly better in 
females. Liver weights were 
significantly increased in males but not 
females at the high dose. Mean body 
weights were slightly increased in males 
but 2 to 10 percent lower in females at 
the high dose. 

Based on this evidence, the Agency 
classified this chemical as a Group C 
(possible human) carcinogen in 
accordance writh the EPA Guidelines for 
Carcinogen Risk Assessment (see the 
Federal Register of September 24,1986 
(51 FR 33992)). This evaluation was 
confirmed by the Agency’s Scientific 
Advisory Panel on December 15.1987. 
The Panel did not believe that a 
quantitative risk assessment should be 
conducted since only benign lesions 
were induced. However, since the 
incidence of tumors was low, a 
reevaluation of the liver slides from the 
study was requested. The reevaluation 
indicated a shift from mostly benign to 
mostly malignant tumors due to a 
difference in classification schemes 
used by the pathologists. The HED Peer 
Review Committee therefore felt that a 
quantification of risk was warranted 
and that the quantification of risk 
performed using the original combined 
benign and malignant tumor numbers 
would be satisfactory since the numbers 
would not change significantly using the 
new data. 

The systemic NOEL in rats was 250 
ppm (10.9 mg/kg/day). and the systemic 
LEL was 1,000 ppm (47.9 mg/kg/day) 
based on decreased body weight gain in 
females and increased liver weights in 
males. Hepatocellular adenomas were 
present in both male and female rats at 
the 1.000 ppm level. 

2. A 2-year chronic feeding/ 
oncogenicity study in mice was 
conducted using dietary concentrations 
of 0. 40.100, and 400 ppm. equivalent to 
0, 6,15. and 60 mg/kg/day. In this study, 
the only effect of treatment seen was an 
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increase in relative liver weights which 
was statistically significant in male and 
female mice at 97 weeks. There was no 
incidence of tumor formation at 400 ppm 
fHDT). The systemic NOEL was 100 
ppm. and the systemic. LEL was 400 ppm 
(HDT) based on relative liver weight 
increases in both male and female mice. 

3. A 13-week feeding study in rats 
using doses of 0.100. 250. and 1.000 ppm 
resulted in a NOEL for males of 6.6 mg/ 
kg/day (100 ppm). Based on decreased 
hemoglobin, mean corpuscular 
hemoglobin, total blood protein and 
blood calcium, the LEL (males) was 
equivalent to 16.5 mg/kg/day (250 ppm). 
For females, the NOEL was B.2 mg/kg/ 
day (100 ppm). Based on decreased total 
blood protein, albumin, calcium, and 
chloride, the LEL for females was 21.5 
mg/kg/day (250 ppm). 

4. A 1-year feeding study using male 
and female beagle dogs was conducted 
at levels of 0, 25, 50. and 500 ppm 
(equivalent to 0. 0.625,1.25, and 12.5 mg/ 
kg/day). There were no definitive toxic 
effects in dogs fed at the highest dose 
tested. A significant decrease in mean 
thyroid weight was observed in all 
dosed groups of females, but no effects 
were noted in males. This was 
considered an incidental finding in the 
absence of further supporting data. 

Based on the lack of systemic effects at 
any dose tested, the systemic NOEL was 
considered to be greater than or equal to 
12.5 mg/kg/day. 

5. A teratology study was conducted 
in rabbits by administering dosage rates 
of 0. 50,100, and 200 mg/kg body weight 
by gavage. The maternal NOEL was 50 
mg/kg. and the LEL was 100 mg/kg 
based on increased resorptions. The 
teratogenic NOEL was 200 mg/kg 
(highest dose tested). 

6. A teratology study using rats was 
conducted by administering levels of 0, 
250, 500, or 1,000 mg/kg/day by gavage. 
The maternal NOEL in this test was 250 
m 8/kg/day. and the maternal LEL 
(decreased body weight gain) was 500 
m g/kg/day. The developmental NOEL 
was 500 mg/kg/day, and the LEL was 
1.000 mg/kg/day based on decreased 
fetal body weight gain, increased 
resorptions, increased incidence of 
retardation of fetal kidney development, 
and increased incidence of skeletal 
variations. The A/D ratio was 
determined to be 0.5. 

7. In a three-generation rat 
reproduction study, dose levels of 0. 100. 
250. and 1,000 ppm in feed resulted in a 
NOEL of 250 ppm (equivalent to 22 mg/ 
kg/day for dams) for effects on 
reproduction and development up to 
lactational day 21 and an LEL of 1.000 
ppm (88 mg/kg/day for dams) for weight 
loss on lactational day 21 in Fla and F2a 


pups. The NOEL for other systemic 
effects was 250 ppm (22 mg/kg/day). 
and the LEL was 1,000 ppm (88 mg/kg/ 
day) for a marginal body weight loss 
and food consumption increase in 
females prior to mating, at conception, 
and during lactation. Potassium and 
glucose levels were significantly 
increased in males at the highest dose 
tested in two of the three generations 
tested. 

8. Oxadixyl was negative for 
mutagenicity in the Ames Salmonella 
assay for point mutations, mouse 
micronucleus assay. Saccharomyces 
cerevisiae reverse mutation induction 
assay. Saccharomyces cerevisiae 
mitotic induction assay. UDS in rat 
hepatocytes. and transformation in 
Balb/C-3T3 cells. 

The Reference Dose (R£D) based on 
the 2-year rat feeding study (NOEL of 
10.9 mg/kg body weight) and using an 
uncertainty factor of 100, is calculated to 
be 0.11 mg/kg body weight/day. The 
data from the 2-year rat feeding study 
was selected for this calculation 
because the data indicate that the rat is 
the species most sensitive to oxadixyl. 
The anticipated residue contribution 
(ARC) of the proposed tolerances is 
0.000034 mg/kg body weight/day and 
utilizes 0.031 percent of the RfD for the 
total population, and the percents of the 
RfD are 0.074 and 0.058 percent for 
nonnursing infants and children ages 1 
to 6, respectively. Since chronic 
exposure estimates are less than 1 
percent of the Reference Dose, the risk 
of toxic effects other than cancer 
appears to be negligible. 

Oxadixyl has been classified as a 
Group C (possible human) carcinogen 
with a carcinogenic potency factor (Qi *) 
of 0.053 (mg/kg/day) *. The upper bound 
carcinogenic risk estimate (1.8 X10'®). 
calculated based on the ARC, may 
slightly exceed the level generally 
considered negligible by the Agency. 
However, the risk estimate is based on 
the assumption that 100 percent of the 
crop that is grown in the U.S. will be 
treated with this chemical. This 
assumption is unrealistic since 
alternative pesticides are available and 
disease situations requiring the pesticide 
will not occur everywhere. A true 
estimate of the actual use of this 
pesticide is not possible, but 
realistically, the use level would be less 
than 100 percent Therefore, the 
carcinogenic risk estimate would 
reasonably be less than that calculated. 

The nature of the residue is 
adequately understood. Adequate 
analytical methods are available for 
enforcement purposes. The method for 
plants has been submitted to the FDA 
for publication in the Pesticide 


Analytical Manual. Vol. II (PAM II). 
Because of the long lead time for 
establishing this tolerance to publication 
of the enforcement methodology in the 
PAM II. the analytical methodology is 
being made available in the interim to 
anyone interested in pesticide 
enforcement when requested from: 
Calvin F’urlow, Public Information 
Branch. Field Operations Division 
(H7506C), Office of Pesticide Programs. 
Environmental Protection Agency. 401 M 
St.. SW^ Washington. DC 20460. Office 
location and telephone number Rm. 242. 
CM £2.1921 Jefferson Davis Highway. 
Arlington. VA 22202. (703)-557-4432. * 

The pesticide is considered useful for 
the purposes for which the tolerances 
are sought. Based on the information 
and data considered, the Agency 
concludes that the establishment of the 
tolerances will protect the public health. 
Therefore, the tolerances are 
established as set forth below. 

Any person adversely affected by this 
regulation may. within 30 days after 
publication of this document in the 
Federal Register, file written objections 
and/or a request for a hearing with the 
Hearing Clerk, at the address given 
above. The objections submitted must 
specify the provisions of the regulation 
deemed objectionable and the grounds 
for the objection. If a hearing is 
requested, the objections must include a 
statement of the factual issue(s) on 
which a hearing is requested and the 
requestor’s contentions on each such 
issue. A request for a hearing will be 
granted if the Administrator determines 
that the material submitted shows the 
following: There is a genuine and 
substantial issue of fact: there is a 
reasonable possibility that available 
evidence identified by the requestor 
would, if established, resolve one or 
more of such issues in favor of the 
requestor, taking into account 
uncontested claims to the contrary; and 
resolution of factual issue(s) in the 
manner sought by the requestor would 
be adequate to justify the action 
requested. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
354. 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 601-612). the 
Administrator has determined that 
regulations establishing new tolerances 
or raising tolerance levels or 
establishing exemptions from tolerance 
requirements do not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. A certification 
statement to this effect was published in 
the Federal Register of May 4.1981 (46 
FR 24950). 

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 
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requirement of section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 180 

Administrative practice and procedures. 
Agricultural commodities. Pesticides 
and pests, Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements 

Dated: February 25. 1992. 

Douglas D. Campt, 

Director ; Office of Pesticide Programs. 

Therefore, 40 CFR part 180 is amended 
as follows: 

PART 180—[AMENDED] 

1. The authority citation for part 180 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 21 U.S.C. 346a and 371. 

2. By adding new § 180.456, to read as 
follows: 

§ 180.456 Oxadixyl; tolerances for 
residues. 

Tolerances are established for the 
combined residues of the fungicide 
oxadixyl [2-methoxy-N-(2-oxo-l,3- 
oxazolidin-3-yl)-acet-2\6'-xylididej and 
its desmethyl (M-3) metabolite (2- 
hydroxy-N-(2-oxo-l,3-oxazolidin-3-yl)- 
acet-2\6’-xylidide), calculated as 
oxadixyl in or on the raw agricultural 
commodities cotton seed, peas, 
soybeans, sunflower seed and the crop 
groupings fruiting vegetables (except 
cucurbits) group, cucurbit vegetables 
group, leafy vegetables (except Brassica 
vegetables) group, Brassica (cole) leafy 
vegetables group, root and tuber 
vegetables group, cereal grains group 
(except wheat), grass forage, fodder and 
hay group, and nongrass animal feeds 
(forage, fodder, straw, and hay) group at 
0.1 part per million. 

(FR Doc. 92-5818 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING coot 1560-50-F 


40 CFR Part 180 

IPP 8F3658/R1142; FRL-4047-9J 
RIN 2070-AB78 

Pesticide Tolerances for Triasulfuron 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This document establishes 
tolerances for residues of the herbicide 
triasulfuron [3-(6-methoxy-4-methyl- 
1.3.5-triazin-2-yl)-l-(2- 
chloroethoxy)phenyl-suifonyl)urea) in or 
on the raw agricultural commodities 
(RACs) barley and wheat grain at 0.02 


part per million (ppm); barley and wheat 
straw at 2.0 ppm; barley and wheat 
forage at 5.0 ppm; meat, fat, and meat 
byproducts (excluding kidney) of cattle, 
goats, hog 9 , horses, and sheep at 0.1 
ppm; kidney of cattle, goats, hogs, 
horses, and sheep at 0.2 ppm; and milk 
at 0.02 ppm. Ciba-Geigy Corp. requested 
these tolerances in petitions submitted 
to EPA. 

EFFECTIVE dates: This regulation 
becomes effective March 13.1992. The 
tolerances will expire on March 13,1995. 
addresses: Written objections, 
identified by the document control 
number, [PP 8F3658/R1142], may be 
submitted to: Hearing Clerk (A-110), 
Environmental Protection Agency, rm. 
M3708, 401 M St.. SW., Washington, DC 
20460. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: By 

mail: Robert J. Taylor, Product Manager 
(PM) 25. (H7505C), Registration Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency. 401 M 
St.. SW., Washington, DC 20460. Office 
location and telephone number: Rm. 241. 
CM #2,1921 Jefferson Davis Highway. 
Arlington. VA 22202, (703)-305-6800. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 
Federal Register of October 12,1988 (53 
FR 39783), EPA issued a notice 
announcing that Ciba-Geigy Corp., 
Agricultural Division, P.O. Box 18300, 
Greensboro, NC 27419, had submitted a 
pesticide petition (PP 8F3658) proposing 
to amend 40 CFR part 180 by 
establishing a regulation under section 
408(d) of the Federal Food. Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 346a(dj) to 
permit the residues of the herbicide 3-(6- 
methoxy-4-methyl-l,3,5-triazin-2-yl)-l-(2- 
(2-chloroethoxy)phenylsulfonyl)urea in 
or on barley forage and wheat forage at 
1 ppm; milk, barley grain, and wheat 
grain at 0.02 ppm; barley hay and wheat 
hay at 6 ppm; barley straw and wheat 
straw at 2 ppm; kidney of cattle, goats, 
hogs, horses, and sheep at 0.2 ppm; and 
meat. fat. and meat byproducts 
(excluding kidney) of cattle, goats, hogs, 
horses, and sheep at 0.1 ppm. 

There were no comments or requests 
for referral to an advisory committee 
received in response to the notice of 
filing. 

The petitioner subsequently amended 
the petition by submitting a revised 
Section F deleting the proposed 
tolerances on barley hay and wheat hay 
and proposing to establish tolerances for 
residues of the herbicide triasulfuron [3- 
(6-methoxy-4-methyl-l,3.5-triazin-2-yl)-l- 
(2-(2-chloroethoxy)phenylsulfonyl)urea) 
in or on the RACs barley forage and hay 
forage at 5 ppm; barley grain and wheat 
grain at 0.02 ppm; barley straw and 
wheat straw at 2 ppm; milk at 0.02 ppm; 
kidney of cattle, goats, hogs, horses, and 


sheep at 0.2 ppm; and meat, fat, and 
meat byproducts, excluding kidney, of of 
cattle, goats, hogs, horses, and sheep at 
0.1 ppm. On April 3.1991 (56 FR 13641), 
EPA published an amended filing notice 
in the Federal Register proposing these 
tolerances. 

There were no comments or requests 
for referral to an advisory committee 
received in response to this notice of 
filing. 

The data submitted in the petition and 
other relevant material have been 
evaluated. The toxicology data listed 
below were considered in support of 
these tolerances. 

1. Several acute studies placing 
technical-grade triasulfuron in Toxicity 
Categories III and IV. 

2. A subchronic feeding study in rats 
fed dosages of 0,10. 500, and 1,000 
milligrams/kilogram/day (mg/kg/dav) 
with a no-observable-effect level 
(NOEL) of 10 mg/kg/day based on 
decreased body weight, decreased food 
intake, and increased kidney atrophy 
and epithelial hyperplasia at 500 mg/kg/ 
day. 

3. A 1-year feeding study with dogs 
fed dosages of 0, 2.5, 25, and 125/250 
mg/kg/day with a NOEL of 2.5 mg/kg/ 
day based on increased relative liver 
weight and prostate cystic hyperplasia 
at 25 mg/kg/day. 

4. A 2-year chronic feeding/ 
carcinogenicity study in rats fed dosages 
of 0, 0.5, 32.1, and 220.1 mg/kg/day with 
no carcinogenic effects observed under 
the conditions of the study at dose 
levels up to an including 220.8 mg/kg/ 
day (highest dost tested (HDT)) and a 
systemic NOEL of 32.1 mg/kg/day based 
upon a decrease in mean weight gain in 
both sexes throughout the study and. in 
males, a decrease in mean absolute 
heart and testes weight at 220.8 mg/kg/ 
day (HDT). 

5. A 2-year feeding/carcinogenicity 
study in mice fed dosages of 0,1.2,129. 
750. and 1.500 mg/kg/day with no 
carcinogenic effects observed under the 
conditions of the study at dose levels up 
to and including 750 or 1,500 mg/kg/day 
(HDT) and a systemic NOEL of 1.2 mg/ 
kg/day based on centrilobular 
hepatocytomegaly in males at 750. 

6. A developmental toxicity study in 
rats fed dosages of 0,100, 300, and 900 
mg/kg/day with a developmental NOEL 
of 300 mg/kg/day. based on dumbell- 
shaped thoracic vertebrae at 900 mg/kg/ 
day (HDT). and a maternal NOEL of 100 
mg/kg/day, based on decreased body 
weight at 300 mg/kg/day. 

7. A developmental toxicity study in 
rabbits fed dosages of 0, 40,120. and 240 
mg/kg/day with a developmental NOEL 
greater than 240 mg/kg/day (HDT) and 
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a maternal NOEL of 120 mg/kg/day 
(HDT) based on depressed body weight 
at 240 mg/kg/day (HDT). 

8. A two-generation reproduction 
study in rats fed dosages of 0.0.5, 50. 
and 250 mg/kg/day with a reproductive 
NOEL of 50 mg/kg/day based on 
reduced pup weight at birth and during 
lactation at 250 mg/kg/day (HDT) and a 
parental NOEL of 50 mg/kg/day based 
on decreased body weight gain at 250 
mg/kg/day (HDT). 

9. Mutagenicity studies include an 
Ames test, a mouse lymphoma 
mutagenicity test, a DNA damage/repair 
in vitro (HPC/UDS) test, and a 
micronucleus in Chinese hamsters (all 
negative). 

The acceptable daily intake (ADI), 
based on a 2-year feeding study with 
mice (NOEL of 1.2 mg/kg/day) and using 
a hundred-fold safety factor, is 
calculated to be 0.01 mg/kg/day. The 
theoretical maximum residue 
contribution (TMRC) of the overall U S. 
population is 0.000463 mg/kg body 
weight/day and utilizes 4.63 percent of 
the ADI. The estimated TMRCs for 
nonnursing infants and children ages 1 
to 6 are 0.001543 mg/kg/day (15.4 
percent of the ADI) and 0.001090 mg/kg/ 
day (10.9 percent of the ADI), 
respectively. There are no published or 
other proposed tolerances for this 
chemicaL 

The pesticide is useful for the 
purposes for which these tolerances are 
sought. The nature of the residue is 
adequately understood for the purpose 
of establishing tolerances. Adequate 
analytical methodology—high- 
peroformance liquid chromatography 
(HPLC) using column switching and 
ultraviolet detection—is available for 
enforcement purposes. Because of the 
long lead time from establishing these 
tolerances to publication, the 
enforcement methodology is being made 
available in the interim to anyone 
interested in pesticide enforcement 
when requested by mail from: Calvin 
Furlow, Public Response Branch. Field 
Operations Division (H-7506C), Office of 
Pesticide Programs. Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M St.. SW., 
Washington, DC 20460. Office location 
and telephone number Rm. 242, CM #2. 
1921 Jefferson Davis Hwy.. Arlington. 

VA 22202. (703J-557-4432. 

There are currently no actions 
pending against the registration of this 
chemical. Any secondary residue 
occurring in meat, fat, and meat 
byproducts of cattle, goats, hogs, horses, 
and sheep, and milk will be covered by 
the tolerances in this action. There is no 
reasonable expectation that finite 
residues of trisulfuron will occur in 


poultry tissues and eggs as a result of 
the proposed use on wheat and barley. 

Based on the information cited above, 
the Agency has determined that the 
establishment of the tolerances by 
amending 40 CFR part 180 will protect 
the public health; therefore, the 
tolerances are established as set forth 
below. 

Any person adversely affected by this 
regulation may. within 30 days after 
publication of this document in the 
Federal Register, file written objections 
with the Hearing Clerk, at the address 
given above. The objections submitted 
must specify the provisions of the 
regulation deemed objectionable and the 
grounds for the objections. If a hearing 
is requested, the objections must include 
a statement of the factual issue(s) on 
which a hearing is requested and the 
requestor’s contentions on each such 
issue. A request for a hearing will be 
granted if the Administrator determines 
that the material submitted shows the 
following; There is a genuine and 
substantial issue of fact; there is a 
reasonable possibility that available 
evidence identified by the requestor 
would, if established, resolve one or 
more of such issues in favor of the 
requestor, taking into account 
uncontested claims or facts to the 
contrary; and resolution of the factual 
issue(s) in the maimer sought by the 
requestor would be adequate to justify 
the action requested. 

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 
requirements of section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
354, 94 Stat. 1164. 5 U.S.C. 601-612). the 
Administrator has determined that 
regulations establishing new tolerances 
or raising tolerance levels or 
establishing exemptions from tolerance 
requirements do not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. A certification 
statement to this effect was published in 
the Federal Register of May 4,1981 (46 
FR 24950). 

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 180 

Administrative practice and 
procedure. Agricultural commodities. 
Pesticides and pests, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements. 

Dated: February 28,1992. 

Susan H. Waj land. 

Acting Director. Office of Pesticide Programs. 

Therefore. 40 CFR part 180 is amended 
as follows: 


PART 180—[AMENDED] 

1. The authority citation for part 180 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 21 U.S.C. 346a and 371. 

2. By adding new § 180.459, to read as 
follows: 

§ 180.459 Triasulfuron; tolerances for 
residues. 

Tolerances, to expire on March 13. 
1995, are established for residues of the 
herbicide triasulfuron [3-(6-methoxy-4- 
methyl-1.3.5-triazin-2-yl)-l(2-(2- 
chloroethoxy)phenylsulfcnyl)urea] in or 
on the following raw agricultural 
commodities: 


Commodity 


Barley, forage ..... 5.0 

Barley, gram ... o.02 

Barley, straw ___ 2 0 

Cattle, fat _.___ 0 .1 

Cattle, kidney ... 0.2 

Cattle, mbyp except kidney . 0.1 

Cattle, meat _ 0 1 

Goats, fat .......-. 0 t 

Goats, kidney _ 0.2 

Goats, mbyp except kidney _ 0.1 

Goats, meal _..___ o.l 

Hogs, fat ........... 0 1 

Hogs, kidney ____ o.2 

Hogs, mbyp except kidney _ 0.1 

Hogs, meat . o.l 

Horses, fat.: ... o.l 

Horses, kidney ...... 0.2 

Horses, mbyp except kidney .. 0 .1 

Horses, meat .. o.l 

Sheep, fat..~ ............ 01 

Sheep, kidney . 0.2 

Sheep, mbyp except kidney .. 0.1 

Sheep, meat . o.l 

Milk ....... 0 02 

Wheat, forage _ 5.0 

Wheat, gram _ 0.02 

Wheat, straw ...... 2 0 


(FR Doc. 92-5824 Filed 3-12-92: 8;45 amj 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47 CFR Parts 73 and 76 

I MM Docket No. 91-122; FCC 92-601 

Broadcast Services; Commission 
Policies Regarding Spousal Attribution 

agency: Federal Communications 
Commission. 

action: Final rule; policy statement. 

summary: In this decision, the 
Commission eliminates the presumption 
of spousal attribution, pursuant to which 
the media interests of one spouse have 
been presumptively attributed to the 
other for purposes of the multiple 
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ownership and cross ownership rules. 
The policy adopted by the Commission 
establishes the same attribution 
standards for spousal relationships that 
currently govern attribution for all other 
family relationships. Under the amended 
policy, spouses’ media interests will no 
longer be presumptively attributed 
solely on the basis of the spousal 
relationship. Rather, attribution issues 
will be determined based on the 
relationship between the spouses and 
their respective media interests. As with 
all family relationships, the Commission 
will review spouses* 3 disclosures 
regarding their media interests to 
determine that those interests are 
separate and independent and are not 
subject to common influence or control. 
Spouses* media interests will not be 
attributed where their disclosures 
confirm that their media interests are 
separate and independent and do not 
pose a threat to economic competition 
and diversity. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 13,1992. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Jacqueline Chomey, Mass Media 
Bureau, Policy and Rules Division. (202) 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION* 

Policy Statement 

Adopted: February 13.1992. Released: 
March 9,1992. 

By the Commission: 

Introduction 

1. This Policy Statement concludes the 
Commission's inquiry into its spousal 
attribution policy, under which the 
media interests of one spouse are 
presumptively attributed to the other for 
purposes of the multiple ownership and 
cross-ownership rules (the "ownership 
rules’*). 1 The policy adopted herein 
eliminates the presumption of spousal 
attribution and establishes the same 
attribution standards for spousal 
relationships that govern the attribution 
of media interests for other family 
relationships. 2 Hereafter, the media 


* 47 CFR 73.3555. 76.501 (1990). See Attribution of 
Ownership Interests. 49 FR 19482 (May 8.1984); 97 
FCC 2d 997, reconsidered in part. 50 FR 27436 (July 
3,1965); 56 RR 2d 604 ("Attribution Reconsideration 
Decision"), further reconsidered. 52 FR 1630 
(January 15.1987); 1 FCC Red. 802. 

a The Notice of Inquiry (NO!). 56 FR 23260 (May 
21.1991): 6 FCC Red 2492. expressly limited the 
scope of this proceeding to the application of 
spousal attribution to the ownership rules. 
Therefore. the policies we adopt today are similarly 
restricted and do not address the application of 
spousal attribution in determining integration or 
diversification credit in the context of comparative 
hearings. 


interests of one spouse will not be 
presumptively attributed to the other 
solely on the basis of marital status. 
Rather, the Commission will review the 
relationship between the spouses and 
their respective media interests to 
determine whether attribution of their 
media interests is necessary to preserve 
the objectives of economic competition 
and diversity. As with all family 
relationships, spouses’ media interests 
will not be attributed where the spouses' 
disclosures confirm that such media 
interests are independently held and are 
not subject to common influence or 
control. This revision in our spousal 
attribution policy will remove undue 
restrictions on spouses acquiring 
separate and independent media 
interests and afford marital status 
treatment similar to that afforded to 
other family relationships. The policies 
we adopt herein also will serve the 
public interest by ensuring that the 
economic competition and diversity 
interests that underlie the ownership 
rules are not improperly compromised. 

Background 

2. The Commission first established 
the presumption of spousal attribution in 
Lady Sarah McKinney-Smith. 9 In that 
1976 decision, the Commission held that 
the owners of two AM stations with 
overlapping signals, who planned to 
marry, would have their respective 
media interests attributed to each other 
upon their marriage. The Commission’s 
rationale for establishing this 
presumption of attribution, which 
differed from the treatment of other 
family relationships, was that the 
marital relationship is typically a closer 
relationship characterized by less 
independence than other family 
relationships. For this reason, we 
concluded that the spousal relationship 
was not likely to result in the normally 
expected arm's length competition in the 
operation of two separately owned 
stations. 4 

3. Notwithstanding its determination 
that the marital relationship would 
result in a presumption of attribution, 
the Commission waived the multiple 
ownership rules in that case, finding 
that: (1) No acquisition of a license was 
involved; (2) the national ownership 
limits would not be violated; (3) the 
facts showed a lack of intent to evade 
the ownership rules (since both parties 
held their respective interests before 
marrying); (4) the parties entered into a 
prenuptial agreement ensuring that the 
operation and control of each station 


3 59 FCC 2d 398 (1976) (' McKinney-Smith "). 

4 McKinney-Smith, 59 FCC 2d at 401. 


would remain independent; and (5) a 
large number of similar requests was 
unlikely to result. This analytic 
framework evolved into the criteria for 
granting waivers of the ownership rules 
in subsequent spousal attribution 
cases. 5 

4. Later, in Attribution 
Reconsideration Decision, where we 
revised the attribution rules, we stated 
that despite the near "conclusive 
nature" accorded the presumption of 
spousal attribution, the Commission 
would "henceforth permit this 
presumption to be rebutted, on a case- 
by-case basis, in ‘appropriate 
circumstances.’ " With respect to family 
relationships generally, we indicated 
that we would continue to evaluate the 
facts and circumstances in specific 
cases to determine whether or not it was 
appropriate to attribute interests on the 
basis of a close familial relationship. 5 

5. In Marvin /. Diamond, 1 we found 
for the first time that sufficient facts had 
been presented to rebut the presumption 
of spousal attribution.® In that case, 
Paramount Communications 
Corporation intended to acquire an 
interest in TVX Broadcast Group. The 
Senior Vice President and Chief 
Financial Officer of Paramount was 
married to the Treasurer of Times 
Mirror Corporation, and attribution of 
their interests would have resulted in 
numerous violations of the multiple 
ownership rules. In finding that the 
presumption of attribution was 
successfully rebutted, the Commission 
relied on the following facts: (1) The 
spouses’ employers were both large 
multi-faceted companies with diverse 
interests; (2) neither spouse was 
exclusively concerned with his or her 
employer’s media interests; (3) both 
spouses had long pursued independent 
careers and had not acted personally to 
initiate the acquisition involved; and (4) 
the spouses entered into an agreement 
requiring them to insulate their business 
activities from one another. 

Proposal 

6. The presumption of spousal 
attribution is premised on the view that 
the marital relationship, by its nature, is 
not conducive to arm’s length 
competition or the promotion of 
diversity. However, as we explained in 
the NOI in this proceeding, we are 


s See. e.g.. Richard R. Zaragoza. 2 FCC Red 5078 
(1987); Marvin J. Diamond . 4 FCC Red 8526 (1989). 

• Attribution Reconsideration Decision . 50 FR at 
27446: 58 RR 2d at 620. 

7 Marvin /. Diamond. 4 FCC Red at 8528. 

• In the earlier spousal attribution decisions the 
Commission attributed spouses* media interests but 
granted waivers of the ownership rules. 
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concerned that the consequences of the 
presumption of spousal attribution are 
unduly restrictive and serve to hamper 
the media activities of married couples. 
Additionally, we recognize that as more 
women enter the broadcast industry, the 
presumption of spousal attribution will 
increasingly impede their entry into 
ownership and managerial positions, 
thus placing our attribution policy at 
odds with our equal employment 
opportunity policies encouraging the 
entry and advancement of women in the 
broadcast industry. As a consequence, 
we proposed to relax the standards 
applicable to the presumption of spousal 
attribution. 

7. Specifically, the NOI proposed that, 
with respect to the ownership rules, a 
presumption of no spousal attribution 
would operate when spouses 
demonstrate a history of separate 
business interests and independent 
careers and expressly represent that this 
past independence will continue. We 
suggested that the indicia used to 
demonstrate the requisite independence 
might include, but would not be limited 
to, a showing that neither spouse hold 
any Financial interest in the other 
spouse’s media interest or its 
communications subsidiary; that neither 
provides services for or on behalf of the 
other spouse’s media company; and that 
neither is involved in the management, 
operation or finances of the other’s 
media company. Further, we stated that, 
at a minimum, spouses making the 
representation of continued 
independence would be required to 
disclose whether and to what extent any 
financial interest or relationship exists 
between each spouse and the other 
spouse’s media employer. 

8. The NOI solicited comments on the 
sufficiency of these proposed criteria for 
establishing a presumption of non¬ 
attribution. and on whether we should 
broaden or narrow the circumstances in 
which we would apply the presumption. 
We also inquired as to the relevance of 
the type of ownership interest involved 
and the circumstances of the market at 
issue. Specifically, we questioned: (1) 
Whether greater assurances as to a 
spouse’s independence should be 
required where stations are in the same 
service and in same market than where 
the national ownership limits are at 
issue; and (2) whether the availability of 
alternative services should be 
considered where the stations are 
located in the same market. The NOI 
tentatively concluded that the proposed 
guidelines would serve the public 
interest by removing undue restrictions 
on married couples pursuing 
independent media careers, while 


preserving the purposes of the spousal 
attribution policy by ensuring arm’s 
length competition and promoting 
diversity. Five parties filed comments in 
this proceeding. 9 

Comments 

9. All of the commenting parties 
generally supported our endeavor to 
reform the spousal attribution policy. 
Most commenters. however, indicated 
that the proposal contained in the NOI 
continues to be unduly restrictive and 
represents an insignificant modification 
of our established policy. In addition, 
most of the commenters stated that the 
requisite showing of a “history of 
separate business interests and 
independent careers” unfairly excludes 
from consideration spouses who have 
had common business interests in the 
past or who have not yet established 
careers. A majority of commenters 
recommended eliminating the 
presumption of spousal attribution 
entirely. 10 

10. AWRT advocates that we abolish 
the presumption of spousal attribution 
and implement a presumption of no 
attribution, which may be rebutted by a 
challenger. Rather than forcing spouses 
to make a threshold showing of 
independence in order to be entitled to a 
presumption of no attribution, as the 
NOI suggested. AWRT proposes that 
spouses be required to disclose all 
media interests and certify that such 
interests are and will remain 
independent. Athens, Gammon & 

Grange and Withers advocate that we 
abolish the presumption of spousal 
attribution and apply the same 
attribution criteria that we apply to all 
non-marital family relationships. Under 
those criteria, the existence of such a 
family relationship alone is insufficient 
to create a presumption of common 
control for purposes of applying the 
ownership rules. 11 Rather, Commission 
practice is to evaluate the facts and 
circumstances on an ad hoc basis to 
determine whether or not a close family 
relationship justifies attribution. 

11. Only Paramount supports the 
specific proposal contained in the NOI. 
Paramount suggests, however, that the 


9 The commenting parties were: American 
Women in Radio and Television. Inc. ("AWRT ). 
Athens Broadcasting Inc. ("Athens”). Gammon & 
Grange. Paramount Communications. Inc. 
("Paramount"), and Russell Withers. Jr. and Kathy J. 
Withers ("Withers”). 

10 The pleadings of AWRT. Athens. Cammon & 

Grange and the Withers recommended eliminating 

the presumption of spousal attribution. 

' 1 Stuart W. Epperson. 1 RR 2d 521, 525 (Rev. Bd. 
1963); LfrS Broadcasting Co.. 9 RR 2d 423. 426 (1967); 
KTRB Broadcasting Company. Inc.. 46 FCC 2d 605. 
607 (1974); Alabama Radio Corporation. 69 FCC 2d 
1256. 1263 (1978). 


criteria established by the Commission 
in Marvin /. Diamond to rebut the 
presumption of attribution be employed 
as the criteria to demonstrate 
independence with respect to spouses’ 
media interests. 12 Paramount suggests 
that such criteria be incorporated in a 
note to the Commissions’ ownership 
rules, and that all applicants seeking 
non-attribution be required to certify 
their present and future compliance with 
these criteria. 

Discussion 

12. After reviewing the comments 
submitted in this proceeding and 
reconsidering the issue of spousal 
attribution, we are persuaded that the 
presumption of spousal attribution 
should be eliminated and the spousal 
relationship should be afforded 
treatment similar to that afforded other 
close family relationships. As noted in 
the NOI, since we first created the 
presumption of spousal attribution in 
1976, there has been a significant 
increase in the number of married 
couples in which both spouses pursue 
separate and independent careers. 13 
Because of this increase, we believe that 
it is no longer appropriate to presume 
that married couples are unlikely to act 
independently of each other and thus 
that the spousal relationship poses a 
threat to economic competition and 
diversity. In addition, we believe that 
the presumption of spousal attribution 
necessarily impedes the entry of married 
individuals into ownership and 
managerial positions in the broadcast 
industry by requiring divestiture of 
interests that, if attributed, would result 
in a violation of the ownership rules. 

13. We conclude that the public 
interest would be better served if 
attribution in spousal relationships, like 
all other family relationships, is 


13 Marvin J. Diamond. 4 FCC Red 8528 (1989). 
Paramount characterizes the criteria established in 
this case as requiring spouses to represent that th**> 
will not: (1) Acquire interests in each other s media 
company: (2) hold any joint interests in any media 
company subject to FCC regulation: (3) provide each 
other with non-public business records pertaining to 
their media interests: (4) act as an employee, agent 
or contractor for. or participate in the management 
or operation of. the other’s media company; (5) 
provide financial assistance for the other’s media 
interests; or (6) exchange personnel, equipment, or 
nonpubltc information regarding the operations or 
planning of their media companies 

13 NOI. 56 FR at 23261: 6 FCC Red at 2493. 
According to the Bureau of Labor Statistics, the 
percentage increase from 1976 to 1991 of total 
married couples with both spouses earning income 
rose from 48 percent to 59 percent. See U.S. 
Department of Labor. Bureau of Labor Statistics- 
Unpublished Data from Current Population Survey. 
March 1991; U.S. Department of Labor. Bureau of 
Labor Statistics. Hondbook of Labor Statistics. 
August 1969. Bulletin 2340. Table 61. page 255. 
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determined based on the specific facts 
and circumstances presented. While this 
approach differs slightly from the 
proposal set forth in the NOl (in that we 
are not requiring an initial showing that 
an applicant is entitled to a presumption 
of non-attribution), we have retained the 
elements of that proposal designed to 
protect our legitimate interests in 
competition and diversity. Under our 
adopted approach, the Commission must 
be satisfied in each case that the 
spouses* * *• media interests are 
independent, and that a marital 
relationship is not being used to evade 
the ownership rules. To that end, ail 
family relationships must be disclosed, 
and described in full, and we retain the 
option of requiring submission of further 
information and explanation if 
necessary. This process will enable us 
to evaluate carefully whether the 
spouses in fact will act independently of 
each other, and at the same time will 
8void imposing burdensome and 
potentially misplaced presumptions on 
married individuals. 

14. In considering the presumption of 
spousal attribution, we reviewed the 
treatment of spousal attribution in other 
regulatory contexts. As we noted in 
Attribution of Ownership Interests, no 
other regulation “more closely parallels 
in purpose our own concerns (in 
defining attributable ownership 
interests] than the stockholding 
disclosure requirements of the Securities 
and Exchange Commission.” 14 In this 
regard, it is significant to note that SEC 
policy does not presume attribution of 
stock ownership between spouses for 
purposes of its filing requirements. The 
purpose of the SEC disclosure 
requirement is to provide the public with 
information about entities that have 
acquired significant ownership interests 
in. and are therefore in a position to 
influence the operation of, publicly 
traded companies. Our attribution rules 
are similarly concerned with identifying 
ownership interests that confer on the 
holder of such interest the ability to 
influence or control station decisions. 

15. Under existing policy, applicants 
for new construction permits and for 
transfers or assignments of licenses are 
required to report the broadcast 
interests of all immediate family 
members (parents, siblings and 
offspring, as well as spouses) of any 
party to the application. In addition, 
applicants must file exhibits to these 
applications, which provide full 
disclosure regarding the nature and 
extent of such familial interests. The 
Commission reviews these disclosures 


14 49 FR 19465; 97 FCC 2d at 1008. 


to determine whether the media 
interests of family members are subject 
to the common ownership, influence or 
control of other family members. Where 
family relationships are intertwined 
with business interests the Commission 
has a legitimate concern as to 
compliance with the ownership rules, 
and in such situations, family members 
have the burden of establishing in their 
applications that, despite a close family 
relationship, the broadcast interests 
involved are (or will be) independently 
owned and operated. 15 We believe that 
these disclosure procedures have fully 
safeguarded competition and diversity 
in the context of close family 
relationships, and will effectively serve 
the 3 ame end if applied as well to 
spousal relationships. 

16. The factors the Commission has 
relied upon in finding the requisite 
degree of independence with respect to 
other family relationships should serve 
as a guide for spouses seeking to 
establish independence. The 
Commission’s policy with respect to 
attribution in family relationships has 
always been to attribute such interests 
only in those circumstances in which 
our policies favoring economic 
competition and diversity are 
implicated In deciding attribution issues 
in the context of close family 
relationships, the Commission has 
considered the following factors to be 
relevant: 

(1) Representations that the media 
interests of close family members will 
be independent and will not be subject 
to common influence or control; 15 

(2) Commingling of ownership or other 
interests in media businesses; 17 

(3) Participation by family members in 
the financial affairs, programming and 
personnel decisions of each other’s 
media interests*. ia 

(4) Prior broadcast experience of the 
individual seeking to establish 
independent interests; 19 


*• Alabama Radio Corporation. 60 FCC 2d at 
1262: Arnold L Chase. 67 RR 2d 815. 818 (1990). 

*• Southern Indian o Broadcasters, Inc.. 14 RR 117, 
120 (1956): KTHB Broadcasting Company. Inc., 46 
FCC 2d 605. fiOS-OP (1974): High Sierra 
Broadcasting. Inc.. 98 FCC 2d 423. 435 (Rev Bd. 
1983). 

* * Arnold /. Chose. 67 RR 2d at 817-18; Southern 
Indiana Broadcasters. Inc., 14 RR at 120. 

Bayne Broadcasting Co., Inc.. 67 RR 2d at 1503; 
Dorothy f. Owens. 68 RR 2d at 846: Stuart W 
Epperson. 1 RR 2d at 528-27. 

*• Stuart W. Epperson. 1 RR 2d at 525: Southern 
Indiana Broadcasters. Inc.. 14 RR at 117. (Thai such 
experience wnt obtained from employment in a 
family owned media company ia not necessarily 
indicative of common influence or control.) 


(5) Financial independence; 20 

(6) Sharing of personnel, equipment, 
contractors or information regarding 
programming; 21 

(7) Involvement by family members in 
the acquisition or application process. 22 

17. In evaluating non-spousal family 
relationships, we have recognized that 
family relationships have many 
characteristics, such as financial and 
business ties, which in a non-family 
relationship would be indicia of 
common ownership or control. 25 We do 
not, however, attribute interests based 
solely on these characteristics since 
they are often part and parcel of the 
relationship, and attribution would thus 
create unfair obstacles to media 
ownership. Similarly, we recognize that 
spousal relationships possess certain 
qualities that in other family 
relationships may indicate common 
influence or control, but which, if used 
to justify attribution in a spousal setting, 
would undermine our efforts in this 
proceeding. Independence, for example, 
has been shown where adult children 
demonstrate emancipation and financial 
independence from their parents. 24 
Spouses, on the other hand, live together 
and may not have segregated finances. 
In a spousal setting, however, these 
attributes are not particularly indicative 
of a lack of independence; rather they 
are common characteristics of a 
marriage relationship. Accordingly, 
these circumstances alone would not be 
sufficient to question the assertion of 
independence in a spousal situation. 

18. Where the Commission finds that 
the media interests of spouses are 
subject to common influence or control, 
their media interests will be attributed 
to one another. If we are unable to 
determine the independence of spouses’ 
media interests based on the disclosure 
provided, we may in our discretion 


Stuart W. Epperson. 1 RR 2d al 528: High 
Sierra Broadcasting Inc.. 96 FCC 2d at 435; Dorothy 
J. Owens. 68 RR 2d at 846. (The provision by family 
members of financial assistance, loans or loan 
guarantees in arm's length transactions is not 
necessarily indicative of common ownership, 
influence or control unless coupled with the ability 
or intent to exercise control to protect financial 
position.) But see Arnold /. Chase. 67 RR 2d at 818: 
Bayne Broadcasting Co.. Inc* 67 RR 2d at 1503. 

*» Arnold J. Chase. 87 RR 2d at 818; Alabama 
Radio Corporation. 69 FCC 2d at 1282. 

33 Bayne Broadcasting Co.. Inc.. 87 RR 2d at 1502- 
03. 

13 Bayne Broadcasting Co. /nc- 67 RR 2d 1501. 
1503 (Rev. Bd. 1990): Dorothy/. Owens. 66 RR 2d 
842. 848 (1990): ArnoldL Chase. 87 RR 2d 815. 818 
(1990). 

34 Valley Breadcasting Co.. 50 FR 31424, 31425 
(August 2.1985) 58 RR 2d 945. 948 But see KTHB 
Broadcasting Co.. Inc., 46 FCC 2d 805 (1974) (holding 
that student son living at home was independeni of 
his father whom he replaced as an investor in the 
acquisition of a broadcast station). 
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request additional information 
necessary to make such a determination. 
As has always been our policy, if it 
appears that spouses (or other family 
members) have misrepresented the 
nature or extent of their media interests 
in order to evade the ownership rules, 
we will apply the full weight of 
available sanctions. 

19. In the NOI we questioned whether 
the nature of the spouses’ media 
interests should affect the level of 
assurance we require to establish 
independence. Paramount asserts that 
the nature of the attributable interest 
should not affect the Commission’s 
determination as to whether spouses are 
independent. AWRT advocates the 
adoption of a policy of no spousal 
attribution in situations involving 
spouses who hold positional interests, 
such as officers or directors, in different 
media companies in the same market. 
Given that the presumption of spousal 
attribution is eliminated herein, we 
believe that it is unnecessary to amend 
our attribution standards to distinguish 
generally between ownership and 
positional interests in cases involving 
spousal attribution. Where the spouses' 
disclosure confirms that the spouses’ 
media interests are independent, they 
will not be mutually attributable 
regardless of the nature of the media 
interests at issue. 25 Where 
independence is not established, the 
positional interest at issue can still be 
determined not to be attributable on the 
basis of the nature of the position and 
its impact on or relevance to broadcast 
operations. 26 

20. With respect to the issue we raised 
in the NOI regarding the relevance of 
market conditions, we conclude that 
market conditions should not influence 
our determination of whether spouses’ 
interests are attributable. As Paramount 
indicated in its pleadings, the relevant 
issues for purposes of attribution are the 
relationship between the spouses and 
their respective media interests, not the 
number of other media outlets in the 
market. Market conditions, such as the 
size of the market and the level of 
alternative service, are not relevant to 
the determination of whether spouses’ 
media interests are subject to common 
influence or control. 27 


* Under the policy established herein, disclosure 
of facts similar to those presented in Marvin /. 
Diamond would be considered sufficient 
confirmation of independence and would thus not 
lead to attribution. 


_ 28 See* * e 8 - Attribution of Ownership Interests. 49 

FR at 19493; 97 FCC 2d at 1Q2S-28. 

* 7 Although not relevant to spousal attribution 
determinations, market conditions would of course 
•till be relevant to requests for waivers of the 


Conclusion 

21. We believe that the elimination of 
the presumption of spousal attribution is 
necessary to effect equity and 
consistency in the application of the 
ownership rules. We are confident that 
the less restrictive attribution standards 
we apply to all other family 
relationships are fully adequate to 
safeguard the objectives of the 
ownership rules in the context of 
spousal relationships. As with all family 
relationships, the Commission will 
review spouses' disclosures regarding 
their media interests to determine that 
those interests will be managed 
independently. If, on the basis of such 
disclosures, we are satisfied that the 
spouses’ media interests are 
independent and are not subject to 
common influence or control, such 
interests will not be attributed. The 
foregoing policies will serve the public 
interest by removing undue restrictions 
on married couples pursuing separate 
and independent media interests while 
ensuring that the objectives of economic 
competition and diversity inherent in the 
ownership rules are protected. To 
further ensure such protection, we note 
that in individual cases the Commission 
may on its own initiative request any 
additional relevant information or 
assurances it deems necessary in order 
to assess whether family relationships, 
including spousal relationships, should 
give rise to attribution of ownership. 

Ordering Clauses 

22. For the foregoing reasons, it is 
ordered , That, pursuant to the authority 
contained in sections 4 and 303 of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, 47 U.S.C. 154 and 303, the 
language explaining our prior 
presumption of spousal attribution will 
be deleted from all relevant Federal 
Communication Commission forms and 
reports. 

23. It is further ordered, That the 
policies adopted herein will become 
effective upon publication of this Policy 
Statement in the Federal Register. See 5 
U.S.C. 5 553(d)(2). 

24. For further information about this 
proceeding, contact Jacqueline Chorney, 
Federal Communications Commission, 
Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media 
Bureau. Washington, DC 20554, (202) 
632-7792. 

List of Subjects 

47 CFR Part 73 

Radio broadcasting, Television 
broadcasting. 


underlying ownership rules. See e.g.. 47 CFR 73.3555. 
n. 7 (1990). 


47 CFR Part 76 

Cable television. 

Donna R. Searcy, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 92-5975 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILLING COD€ 6712-01-41 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

50 CFR Part 672 

[Docket No. 911176-2018) 

Groundfish of the Gulf of Alaska 

agency: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), NOAA, Commerce. 
action: Notice of closure. 

summary: NMFS has established a 
directed fishing allowance and is 
prohibiting directed fishing for pollock 
in statistical area 61 in the Gulf of 
Alaska (GOA). This action is necessary 
to prevent the first quarter allowance of 
total allowable catch (TAC) for pollock 
in statistical area 61 of the GOA from 
being exceeded. The intent of this action 
is to promote optimum use of groundfish 
while conserving pollock stocks. 
EFFECTIVE DATES: 12 noon, Alaska local 
time (A.l.t.), March 10,1992, through 12 
midnight March 29,1992. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT 
Patsy A. Bearden, Resource 
Management Specialist, Fisheries 
Management Division. NMFS, (907) 586- 
7228. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

domestic and foreign groundfish 
fisheries in the exclusive economic zone 
of the GOA are managed by the 
Secretary of Commerce under the 
Fishery Management Plan for the Gulf of 
Alaska Groundfish Fishery (FMP) under 
the Magnuson Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act. The FMP was 
prepared by the North Pacific Fishery 
Management Council under the 
Magnuson Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act and is implemented by 
regulations appearing at 50 CFR 611.92 
and parts 620 and 672. 

The amount of a species or species 
group apportioned to a fishery is TAC. 
as defined at § 672.20(c). Under the final 
notice of specifications (57 FR 2844; 
January 24,1992), the TAC of pollock for 
the combined Western/Central (W/C) 
Regulatory areas in the GOA was 
established as 84,000 metric tons (mt). 

Under regulations found at 50 CFR 
672.20(a)(2)(iv), the TAC for pollock in 
the combined W/C Regulatory areas is 
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apportioned among statistical areas 61, 
62, and 63, in proportion to the 
distribution of the pollock biomass as 
determined by the most recent NMFS 
surveys. Each apportionment is divided 
equally into the four quarterly reporting 
periods of the fishing year. The 
apportionment to statistical area 61 is 
19,320 mt. This amount is further divided 
into quarterly allowances of 4.830 mt. 

Within any fishing year, any 
unharvested amount of any quarterly 
allowance of TACs will be added in 
equal proportions to the quarterly 
allowances of the following quarters, 
resulting in a sum for each quarter not to 
exceed 150 percent of the initial 
quarterly allowance. Within any fiahing 
year, harvests in excess of a quarterly 
allowance of any TAC will be deducted 
in equal proportions from the quarterly 
allowances of each of the reme ining 
quarters of that fishing year. 

Under § 672.20(c)(2). the Director, 
Alaska Region. NMFS (Regional 
Director), has determined that the 
apportionment for pollock in statistical 
area 61 will soon be reached. NMFS has 
established a directed allowance of 
3.1&5 mt, and is setting aside the 
remaining 1,645 mt of the current 
apportionment as bycatch to support 
other anticipated groundfish fisheries. 
The Regional Director has determined 
that the directed fishery soon will catch 
its allowance. Consequently, under 
§ 672.20(c)(2), NMFS is prohibiting 
directed fishing for pollock in GOA 


statistical area 61, effective from 12 
noon A.U.. March 10.1992. through 12 
midnight, A.Lt.. March 29,1992. 

After this closure, in accordance with 
§ 672.20(g)(4), amounts of pollock 
retained on board a vessel in the GOA 
statistical area 61 (Shumagin District) 
may not equal or exceed 20 percent of 
the aggregate amount of all other fish 
species retained at the same time by the 
vessel during the same trip as measured 
in round weight equivalents. 

Classification 

This action is taken under 50 CFR 
672.20, and is in compliance with 
Executive Order 12291. 

List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 672 

Fisheries, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements. 

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1001 et seq. 

Dated: March 10.1992. 

David S. Ciestin, 

Acting Director ; Office of Fisheries 
Conservation and Management, National 
Marine Fisheries Service 
|FR Doc. 92-5955 Filed 3-10-92; 1237 pm] 

BILLING COOC 3* 10-22-N 

50 CFR Part 675 

l Docket No. 911177-20161 

Groundfteh of the Bering Sea and 
Aleutian Islands Area 

agency: National Marine Fisheries 


Service (NMFS). NOAA, Commerce. 

action: Inseason adjustment; request 
for comments; correction. 

summary: This action corrects a notice 
that announced the closure of the 
directed fishing season for pollock in 
part of reporting area 515 of the Bering 
Sea and Aleutian Islands Management 
Area (BSAI) that is west of 167° W. 
longitude. The statutory authority cited 
in the original notice was incorrect. This 
correction notice is necessary to inform 
the public of the statutory authority 
upon which the action was based. 

EFFECTIVE DATES: Effective at 0001 
hours. Alaska local time (A.Lt.) January 
17,1992 through December 31.1992. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In rule 
document 92-1665 beginning on page 
2688 in the issue of Thursday, January 
23.1992, make the following correction: 
On page 2689. third column, in the 
Authority citation, change “18 U.S.C. 
1801 et seqr to read “16 U.S.C. 1001 et 
seq." 

Dated: March 9,1992. 

David S. Crestin, 

Acting Director, Office of Fisheries 
Conservation and Management, National 
Marine Fisheries Service. 

[FR Doc. 92-5956 Filed 3-12-92; 6:45 am) 

BILLING COO£ M10-22-M 
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Proposed Rules 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices to the public of the 
proposed issuance of rules and 
regulations The purpose of these notices 
is to give interested persons an 
opportunity to participate »n the rule 
making prior to the adoption of the final 
rules. 


FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION 
12CFR Part 603 
RIN 3052-A831 

Privacy Act Regulations; New Exempt 
System of Records 

agency: Farm Credit Administration. 
action: Proposed rule. 

summary: The Farm Credit 
Administration (FCA) is establishing a 
new system or records under the 
Privacy Act to consist of the 
investigatory files of the FCA’s Office of 
the Inspector General (OIG). The FCA 
proposes to exempt the system from 
certain Privacy Act provisions, due to 
the law enforcement nature of the 
records. This proposed rule amendment 
is required in order to invoke the 
relevent exemptions. The new system of 
records facilitates the OIG’s ability to 
collect, maintain, use. and disclose 
information pertaining to individuals, 
thus helping to ensure that the OIG may 
efficiently and effectively perform its 
investigations and other authorized 
duties and activities. 

dates: Comments must be received on 
or before April 13,1992. 
addresses: Comments must be 
submitted in writing, in triplicate, to 
Jean Noonan. General Counsel. Farm 
Credit Administration, 1501 Farm Credit 
Drive. McLean. Virginia 22102-5090. 
Copies of all communications received 
will be available for examination by 
interested parties in the Office of 
General Counsel. Farm Credit 
Administration. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT 

Elizabeth M. Dean. Counsel to the 
Inspector General. Farm Credit 
Administration. McLean. VA 22102- 
5090, (703) 883-4030. 
or 

Rebecca S. Orlich. Attorney, Regulatory 
and Legislative Law Branch. Office of 
General Counsel. Farm Credit 
Administration. McLean. VA 22102- 


5090. (703) 883-4020. TDD (703) 883- 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

February 21. 1992. the FCA published a 
proposed system notice to establish a 
new system of records. “Office of 
Inspector Genera! Investigative Files— 
FCA,“ under the Privacy Act. 5 U.S.C. 
552a. as amended. See 57 FR 6221. The 
following proposed amendment of FCA 
regulation 12 CFR 603.355. is necessary' 
to exempt the new system of records 
from certain provisions of the Privacy 
Act. These provisions require, among 
other things, that the agency provide 
notice when collecting information, 
account for certain disclosures, permit 
individuals access to their records, and 
allow them to request that the records 
be amended. These provisions would 
interfere with the conduct of OIG 
investigations if applied to the OIG's 
maintenance of the proposed system of 
records. 

Accordingly, the FCA proposes to 
exempt the system of records under 
subsections (j)(2) and (k)(2) of the 
Privacy Act. Subsection (j)(2), 5 U.S.C. 
552a(j)(2), exempts a system of records 
maintained by “the agency or 
component thereof which performs as its 
principal function any activity 
pertaining to enforcement of criminal 
laws* * \" Subsection (k)(2). 5 U.S.C. 
552a(k)(2), exempts a system of records 
consisting of “investigatory materials 
compiled for law enforcement 
purposes.” where such materials are not 
within the scope of the (j)(2J exemption 
pertaining to criminal law enforcement. 

Where applicable, subsection (j)(2) 
may be invoked to exempt a system of 
records from any Privacy Act provision 
except: 5 U.S.C. 552a(b) (conditions of 
diclosure); (c) (1) and (2) (accounting of 
disclosures and retention of accounting, 
respectively): (e) (4) (A) through (F) 
(system notice requirements); (e) (6). (7). 
(9), (10). and (11) (certain agency 
requirements relating to system 
maintenance); and (i) (criminal 
penalties). Subsection (k)(2) may be 
invoked to exempt a system of records 
from: 5 U.S.C. 552a(c)(3) (making 
accounting of disclosures available to 
the subject individual); (d) (access to 
records): (e)(1) (maintaining only 
relevant and necessary information): 
(e)(4) (G). (H). and (I) (notice of certain 
procedures); and (f) (promulgation of 
certain Privacy Act rules). 


Federal Register 

VoL 57. No. 50 
Friday. March 13. 1992 


The proposed system of records 
consists of information covered by (j)(2) 
and (k)(2) exemptions. The OIG 
investgatory Files are maintained 
pursuant to official investigational and 
law enforcement functions of the FCA’s 
Office of Inspector General under the 
authority of the 1988 amendments to the 
Inspector General Act of 1978. See 
Public Law No. 100-504. amending 
Public Law No. 95-452, 5 U.S.C. app. 3. 
Furthermore, the OIG constitutes an 
agency component that performs as one 
of its principal functions activities 
pertaining to the enforcement of 
criminal laws. See 5 U.S.C. 552a(j)(2). 
Information covered under the (j)(2) 
exemption includes, but is not limited to, 
information compiled for the purpose of 
identifying criminal offenders and 
alleged offenders and consisting of 
identifying data and notations of arrests, 
the nature and disposition of criminal 
charges, sentencing, confinement, 
release, and parole and probation 
status; information compiled for the 
purpose of a criminal investigation, 
including reports of informants and 
investigators, that is associated with an 
identifiable individual; or reports of 
enforcement of the criminal laws for 
arrest or indictment through release 
from supervision. Id. Information 
contained in OIC investigative files 
under the (k)(2) exemption related to 
noncruninal law enforcement matters, 
such as information pertaining to the 
investigation of civil, administrative, or 
regulatory violations and similar 
wrongdoing. 

Access by subject individuals, among 
others, to this system of records, 
including the names of persons or 
agencies to whom the information has 
been transmitted, would substantially 
compromise the effectiveness of OIG 
investigations. Knowledge of such 
investigations could enable suspects to 
take action to prevent detection of 
unlawful activities, conceal or destroy 
evidence, or escape prosecution. 
Disclosure of this information could lead 
to the intimidation of, or harm to. 
informants, witnesses, and their 
families, and could jeopardize the safety 
and well-being of investigative and 
related personnel and their families. The 
imposition of certin restrictions on the 
manner in which investigative 
information is collected, verified or 
retained would significantly impede the 
effectiveness of OIG investigatory 
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activities and. in addition, could 
preclude the apprehension and 
successful presecution or discipline of 
persons engaged in fraud or other illegal 
activity. 

For these reasons, the FCA proposes 
to exempt the proposed system of 
records containing the OIG investigative 
files under exemptions (j)(2) and (k)(2) 
of the Privacy Act by amending 12 CFR 
603.355. in which the FCA specifies its 
systems of records that are exempt 
under the Privacy Act. 

List of Subjects in 12 CFR Part 603 

Privacy. 

For the reasons stated in the 
preamble, part 603 of chapter VI. title 12 
of the Code of Federal Regulations is 
proposed to be amended to read as 
follows: 

PART 603—PRIVACY ACT 
REGULATIONS 

1. The authority citation for part 603 is 
revised to read as follows: 

Authority: Secs. 5.9, 5.17:12 U.S.C. 2243, 
2252. 5 U.S.C. 552 app. 3 

2. Section 603.355 is amended by 
adding the following text to the end of 
the existing text: 

§ 603.355 Specific exemptions. 
***** 

Office of Inspector General Investigative 
Files—FCA. 

In addition, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
552a(j)(2), investigatory materials 
maintained by an agency component in 
connection with any activity related to 
criminal law enforcement in the 
following systems of records is exempt 
from all subsections of 5 U.S.C. 552a. 
except (b), (c) (1) and (2), (e)(4) (A) 
through (F). (e) (6). (7), (9), (10), and (11), 
and (i). 

Office of Inspector General Investigative 
Files—FCA. 

Dated: March 10.1992. 

Curtis M. Anderson, 

Secretary . Farm Credit Administration Board. 
[FR Doc. 92-5963 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am] 

BILLING COD€ 670S-01-W 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Coast Guard 
33 CFR Part 162 
[CGD 85-096] 

RIN 2115-AC03 

Navigation on Certain Waterways 
Tributary to the Gulf of Mexico 

agency: Coast Guard. DOT. 


action: Notice of public hearings: 
Extension of comment-period. 

summary: On September 26.1991, the 
Coast Guard published a notice of 
proposed rulemaking (NPRM) 
concerning navigation on certain 
waterways tributary to the Gulf of 
Mexico (56 FR 48773); on December 18, 

1991. the Coast Guard extended the 
comment-period through March 26,1992 
(56 FR 65720). In response to several 
requests among the comments to the 
docket, the Coast Guard will hold a 
series of three public hearings. Also, the 
Coast Guard will now extend the 
comment-period another 30 days, to 
allow time for any written comments 
that may arise from the hearings. 

DATES: The dates of the public hearings 
are March 24, March 25. and March 27, 

1992, as further explained in 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION, below. 
The comment-period for the proposed 
rulemaking is extended to, and 
comments must be received on or 
before, April 27.1992. 
addresses: The sites of the public 
hearings are Corpus Christi, TX; 
Galveston, TX; and New Orleans, LA. 
The time and location of each public 
hearing are specified in supplementary 
information, below. Comments may be 
mailed to the Excutive Secretary, 

Marine Safety Council (G-LRA-2, 3406) 
[CGD 85-096], U.S. Coast Guard 
Headquarters, 2100 Second Street SW., 
Washington, DC 20593-0001, or may be 
delivered to room 3406 at the above 
address between 8 a.m. and 3 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, except Federal 
holidays. The telephone number is (202) 
267-1477. Comments will become part of 
the public docket for this rulemaking 
and will be available for inspection or 
copying at room 3406, U.S. Coast Guard 
Headquaters. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Harry C. Robertson, Short-Range 
Aids to Navigation Division, U.S. Coast 
Guard Headquarters, (202) 267-0405; or 
Lieutenant Commander John M. Fidaleo, 
Aids to Navigation Branch, Eighth Coast 
Guard District, (504) 589-4686. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Coast Guard is holding public hearings 
and extending the comment-period for 
the NPRM, which concerns navigation 
on certain waterways tributary to the 
Gulf of Mexico. The Coast Guard has 
received several requests for hearings. 
There are organizations, such as the 
American Waterways Operators, the 
Lower Mississippi River Waterway 
Safety Advisory Committee, and the 
Towing Safety Advisory Council, that 
have held meetings over the winter. 
Members of some of these organizations 


would like the opportunity to discuss the 
NPRM in public hearings as well as to 
send their comments to the docket. 
Holding public hearings may also let 
some citizens, who might not ordinarily 
write letters to the docket, express 
themselves for the record. Therefore, in 
recognition of the need for meaningful 
dialogue and information to assist in 
completing this rulemaking, the Coast 
Guard is holding public hearings at the 
following times and places: 

March 24,1992 (Tuesday), at Ip.m, Hearing 
Room, Room 223, Marine Safety Office 
Corpus Christi. Government Plaza Building. 
400 Mann Street. Corpus Christi. TX 78403. 
March 25.1992 (Wednesday), at 1 p.m., 
Rosenberg Library, 2310 Sealy. Galveston, 
TX 77550. 

March 27.1992 (Friday), at 1 p.m., Ninth-Floor 
Hearing Room. Marine Safety Office New 
Orleans. Tidewater Building. 1440 Canal 
Street. New Orleans. LA 70112. 

For the same reason, the Coast Guard is 
extending the comment-period by 30 
days. 

The Coast Guard strongly encourages 
comments on all aspects of this 
rulemaking. (In particular, it welcomes 
any suggestions that may help with the 
Environmental Assessment.) It strongly 
encourages all that may be affected by 
its allowing double-wide tows on the 
Gulf Intracoastal Waterway as a matter 
of course to offer comments, whether in 
person, by letter, or both. The spectrum 
of interests is potentially very broad and 
includes—as well as maritime towing 
interests and their insurers—individuals, 
environmental organizations, and 
governments at every level, among 
others. 

Persons wishing to offer spoken 
comments at any of the hearings should 
notify the Executive Secretary, Marine 
Safety Council, at the address cited in 
addresses, above, in writing; or either 
of those listed in for further 
INFORMATION, above, by telephone. 

Dated: March 10,1992. 

W. J. Ecker, 

Rear Admiral. U.S. Coast Guard. Chief. Office 
of Navigation Safety and Waterway Services. 
[FR Doc. 92-5918 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 ami 

BILLING COOC 4910-14-W 


DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS 
AFFAIRS 

38 CFR Part 14 

RIN 2900-AF50 

Recognition of Organizations 

agency: Department of Veterans 
Affairs. 
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action: Proposed rule. 

summary: The Department of Veterans 
Affairs (VA) proposes to amend the 
regulations regarding recognition of 
organizations which represent claimants 
for benefits before VA. The amendment 
would remove the requirement that a 
veterans' service organization be 
chartered by act of Congress in order to 
be recognized as a '‘national” 
organization. This amendment will 
remove a requirement which the 
Department no longer considers a 
reliable indicator of the national scope 
of an organization. 

dates: Comments must be received on 
or before April 13,1992. Comments will 
be available for public inspection until 
April 22,1922. It is proposed to make 
these amendments effective on the date 
of publication of the final rule. 
adoresses: Interested persons are 
invited to submit written comments, 
suggestions, or objections regarding 
these proposed amendments to: 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs (271 A), 

810 Vermont Avenue NW., Washington. 
DC 20420. All written comments 
received will be available for public 
inspection only in the Veterans Service 
Unit, room 170 of the above address, 
between the hours of 8 a.m. and 4:30 
p.m.. Monday through Friday (except 
holidays), until April 22,1992. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard J. Hipolit, Deputy Assistant 
General Counsel. (202) 523-3455. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: VA 
proposes an amendment to 5 14.628 of 
title 38. Code of Federal Regulations, to 
remove the requirement contained in 
paragraph 14.628(a)(2) that a veterans* 
service organization be chartered by act 
of Congress in order to be recognized by 
VA as a “national” organization. Other 
existing criteria for recognition as a 
“national” organization, such as those 
relating to size and geographic 
dispersion, would be retained. 

VA is authorized under section 5902 of 
title 38. United States Code, to recognize 
representatives of approved 
organizations to assist veterans in the 
preparation, presentation, and 
prosecution of claims for veterans* 
benefits before VA. Under this 
authority.VA recognizes a variety of 
national, state, and local 
veterans’service organizations. A 
Federal charter is not a prerequisite for 
recognition under VA regulations, and 
VA recognizes a number of private 
organizations which have not been 
chartered by Congress. 

Under the provisions of 38 U.S.C. 
5902(a)(2). only those VA-recognized 
service organizations qualifying as 


“national” may be provided VA office 
space and facilities on a space avail¬ 
able basis. VA’s regulation at 38 CFR 
14.628(a), defining the criteria for 
recognition of a national organization, 
as opposed to a “state” or “other” 
organization, requires that organizations 
other than those recognized by VA prior 
to October 10,1978, have a Federal 
charter in order to be considered 
“national” in character. 

Congressional chartering has largely 
lost its significance for VA recognition 
purposes since VA amended its 
recognition criteria in 1988 to add 
specific requirements concerning the 
size and scope of organizations 
recognized as national. These criteria 
provide a more complete and 
appropriate test of whether an 
organization may be considered 
“national” for VA purposes. Further, the 
Department has been advised by 
Congressmen Barney Frank. Chairman 
of the House Judiciary Committee's 
Subcommittee on Administrative Law 
and Governmental Relations, and G.V. 
(Sonny) Montgomery, Chairman of the 
House Committee on Veteran's Affairs, 
that Congressman Frank’s 
Subcommittee, which is responsible for 
matters relating to issuance of such 
charters, is ceasing action on such 
charters. The Committee reportedly 
receives many requests for charters, but 
does not have the resources to 
investigate or monitor numerous 
organizations to determine if they are 
worthy of receipt or continued receipt of 
such charters. Under such 
circumstances, it appears that Federal 
chartering has lost whatever 
significance it may have had for VA 
recognition purposes. 

This proposed amendment, by 
removing the requirement that service 
organizations recognized on or after 
October 10.1978, have a Federal charter 
in order to qualify as a “national” 
organization, would result in more 
organizations potentially being able to 
qualify for “national” status so that they 
might request space at VA facilities. 

Any such request, however, would be 
subject to availability of space at VA 
facilities for use by these organizations. 

Since the proposed amendment would 
relieve a restriction, it is contemplated 
that this amendment will be made 
effective the date of publication of the 
final rule in the Federal Register. 

The Secretary hereby certifies that 
this proposed regulatory amendment 
will not. if promulgated, have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities as 
they are defined in the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. 5 U.S.C. 601-612. The 
reasons for this certification is that the 


proposed regulatory amendment would 
affect only a small portion of those 
organizations or individuals recognized 
by VA for claim representation 
purposes, that the organizations affected 
would be national in scope, and that the 
economic impact on those organizations 
would not be significant. Pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 605(b). this proposed regulatory 
amendment is therefore exempt from the 
initial and final regulatory-flexibility 
analyses requirements of sections 603 
and 604. 

In accordance with Executive Order 
12291, Federal Regulation, the Secretary 
has determined that these regulatory 
amendments are non-major for the 
following reasons: 

(1) They will not have an annual 
effect on the economy of $100 million or 
more. 

(2) They will not cause a major 
increase in costs or prices. 

(3) They will not have significant 
adverse effects on competition, 
employment, investment, productivity, 
innovation, or on the ability of United 
States-based enterprises to compete 
with foreign-based enterprises in 
domestic or export markets. 

There is no Catalog of Federal 
Domestic Assistance Number. 

List of Subjects in 38 CFR Part 14 

Administrative practice and 
procedure. Claims. Organization and 
functions of government agencies. 
Veterans. 

Approved: February' 19. 1992. 

Edward J. Derwinski, 

Secretary of Veterans Affairs. 

For the reasons set forth in the 
preamble, it is proposed that 38 CFR 
part 14 be amended as set forth below: 

PART 14—LEGAL SERVICES, 
GENERAL COUNSEL 

1. The authority citation for Part 14 is 
revised to read as follows: 

Authority: 38 U.S.C. 501(a). 5502. 5902-5905. 
unless otherwise noted. 

2. In § 14.628, the introductory text in 
paragraph (a)(2) is revised, and the 
authority citation for $ 14.628 is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 14.628 Recognition of organizations. 

• • * * * 

(a) National organization. 

• • « • • 

(2) It satisfies the following requirements: 

• • • • • 

(Authority: 38 U.S.C. 501(a), 5902) 

|FR Doc. 92-5911 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am| 

BILLING CODE *320-01-11 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47 CFR Part 90 

(PR Docket No. 91-170; DA 92-2221 

Spectrum Efficiency In the Private 
Land Mobile Radio Bands in Use Prior 
to 1968 

agency: Federal Communications 
Commission. 

action: Proposed rule; order extending 
reply comment period. 

summary: The Chief, Land Mobile & 
Microwave Division, Private Radio 
Bureau has adopted an Order extending 
the time periods in which to file reply 
comments to the Notice of Inquiry in this 
proceeding on spectrum efficiency in the 
Private Land Mobile Radio bands in use 
prior to 1968 . The new date for reply 
comments is March 16,1992. This action 
will provide additional time for the 
public to reply to the numerous 
comments filed in response to the Notice 
of Inquiry. 

DATES: Reply comments on the Notice of 
Inquiry must be filed on or before March 
16,1992. 

addresses: Federal Communications 
Commission, 1919 M Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20554. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT*. 
Doron Fertig, Policy and Planning 
Branch, Land Mobile and Microwave 
Division, Private Radio Bureau, (202) 
634-2443. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Order Extending Reply Comment Period 

Adopted: Febraury 24.1992. 

Released: Febraury 28.1992. 

By the Chief, Land Mobile A 
Microwave Division. Private Radio 
Bureau. 

1. On July 2,1991, the Commission 
released a Notice of Inquiry. 6 FCC Red 
4126 (1991) (56 FR 31097, July 9.1991), in 
this proceeding. The specified deadlines 
for comments and reply comments were 
October 25,1991 and December 13.1991, 
respectively. On September 23,1991. we 
released an Order Extending Comment 
and Reply Comment Periods, 6 FCC Red 
5513 (1991), (56 FR 49875, October 2, 
1991), extending the deadline for filing 
comments and reply comments to 
January 15,1992, and March 2,1992. 
respectively. On February 14,1992. the 
Special Industrial Radio Service 
Association, Inc. filed a petition on 
behalf of itself, the National Association 
of Business and Educational Radio. Inc., 
the American Petroleum Institute, the 
American Mobile Telecommunications 
Association, Inc., the Telephone 


Maintenance Frequency Advisory 
Committee, and the Council of 
Independent Communication Suppliers 
(“Joint Commenters”), requesting that 
we extend the date for filing Reply 
Comments in this proceeding to May 1. 
1992. On February 21,1992, the Utilities 
Telecommunications Council (UTC) 
filed a petition requesting that we 
extend the date for filing Reply 
Comments by two to four weeks. 

2. As the basis for its request, the Joint 
Commenters cited the importance of the 
proceeding, the large number of 
comments filed, the International Mobil 
Communications Exposition, and 
deadlines on other rule making 
proceedings. UTC also cited the number 
and complexity of comments filed. 
Because there are over sixty comments 
subject to reply in this Docket, we 
concluded it is in the public interest to 
extend the reply comment deadline. We 
find, however, that an extension of more 
than 14 days is excessive, especially 
given that we already extended the 
reply comment deadline by eighty days. 
Accordingly, It is Ordered , based on the 
authority in § 0.331 of the Commission’s 
Rules and Regulations. 47 CFR 0.331, 
that the petition of UTC Is Granted , that 
the petition of the Joint Commenters Is 
Denied , and that the deadline for filing 
rely comments in the subject Notice of 
Inquiry is extended to March 16,1992. 

Federal Communications Commission. 

Richard J. Shiben, 

Chief. Land Mobile & Microwave Division, 
Private Radio Bureau. 

|FR Doc. 92-5973 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 6712-10-M 


GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

48 CFR Parts 505, 515, 516, 538 and 
552 

IGSAR Notice No. 5-288] 

General Services Administration 
Acquisition Regulation, Multiyear 
Contracting Under Federal Supply 
Service (FSS) Multiple Award Schedule 
Program 

agency: Office of Acquisition Policy, 
GSA. 

action: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: This notice invites written 
comments on a proposed change to the 
General Services Administration 
Acquisition Regulation (GSAR) that 
would revise section 505.203 to establish 
additional requirements for synopaizing 
Multiple Award Schedule (MAS) 
solicitations in the Commerce Business 


Daily; revise paragraphs referenced in 
section 515.412; revise section 516.203-4 
to provide additional guidance 
concerning the use of an economic price 
adjustment clause in MAS solicitations 
and contracts; revise section 516.203-70 
to delete duplicative material, make 
editorial changes, and lower the 
approval level necessary to adjust price 
ceilings in contracts containing 
economic price adjustment clauses; 
revise section 538.203 to provide 
guidance on solicitation preparation 
under FSS multiyear MAS; revise 
sections 538.203-71 to prescribe the 
clauses at 552.238-71. No “Open 
Season”, and 552.236-73, “Open Season” 
for the Consideration of New Offers; 
add section 538.204; and add sections 
552.238-71 and 552.238-73 to provide the 
text of the No “Open Season” and 
“Open Season” for the Consideration of 
New Offers clauses, respectively. 

dates: Comments are due in writing on 
or before April 13,1992. 

ADDRESSES: Comments should be 
addressed to Ms. Marjorie Ashby, Office 
of GSA Acquisition Policy (VP). 18th 
and F Streets, NW., room 4026, 
Wasington, DC 20405. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 
Paul Linfield, Office of GSA Acquisition 
Policy (202) 501-1224. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Director. Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB). by memorandum dated 
December 14.1984, exempted certain 
agency procurement regulations from 
Executive Order 12291. The exemption 
applies to this proposed rule. The GSA 
believes that this proposed rule will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities, 
since multiyear contracting in 
connection with the MAS Program under 
the procedures outlined in this proposed 
rule has been determined not to be in 
derogation of the purpose of Federal 
advertising statutes. Therefore, no 
regulatory flexibility analysis has been 
prepared. However, comments from 
small entities are hereby solicited and 
will be considered in accordance with 
section 610 of the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act. This rules does not contain any 
information collection requirements that 
require OMB approval under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act. 

List of Subjects in 48 CFR Parts 505,515, 
516, 538 and 552 

Government procurement. 

1. The authority citation for 48 CFR 
parts 505, 515, 516. 538 and 552 continues 
to read as follows: 

Authority: 40 U.S.C. 486(c). 
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PART 505—PUBLICIZING CONTRACT 
ACTIONS 

2. Section 505.203 is amended by 
adding paragraph (c) to read as follows: 

505.203 Publicizing and response time. 

***** 

(c) The CBD synopsis for a Federal 
Supply Service (FSS) Multiple Award 
Schedule (MAS) solicitation must state 
the length of the contract period and 
either disclose the number of times 
when the solicitation will be reopened 
to consider new offers (an "open 
season") or include a statement that the 
solicitation will not be reopened for new 
offers at any time during the contract 
period ("no open season") (see 538.203). 
Additionally, a synopsis must be 
published in the CBD at least 15 
calendar days before the beginning of 
any open season. The synopsis must 
specify (1) a minimum of 30 calendar 
days for receipt of new offers, (2) any 
new SINs being added to the schedule 
that were not included in the original 
solicitation, and (3) whether or not the 
solicitation will be reopened for a 
subsequent open season during the 
contract period. 

PART 515—CONTRACTING BY 
NEGOTIATION 

3. Section 515.412 is amended by 
revising paragraph (a) to read as 
follows: 

515.412 Late proposals and modifications. 

(a) Contracting officers in the Federal 
Supply Service have been authorized to 
deviate from the FAR provision at 
52.215-10, Late Submissions. 
Modifications, and Withdrawals of 
Proposals in solicitations for multiple 
award schedules by deleting paragraph 

(a) (4). The effect of this deviation is to 
establish the closing date for receipt of 
proposals in block 9 of the Standard 
Form 33. Solicitation, Offer and Award, 
as a firm cut-off date for receipt of 
proposals. Any proposal received at the 
office designated in the solicitation after 
the exact time specified for receipt will 
not be considered unless it qualifies 
under paragraphs (a)(1), (a)(2), (a)(3). or 

(b) of FAR 52.215-10. 


PART 516—TYPES OF CONTRACTS 

4. Section 516.203-4 is amended by 
revising paragraph (b) to read as 
follows*. 

516.203-4 Contract clauses. 

' • * « • 

(b) Federal Supply Service (FSS) 
Multiple A ward Schedules (MAS). 


(1) The contracting officer will 
generally include an economic price 
adjustment (EPA) clause in multiyear 
solicitations and contracts, but not in 1- 
year solicitations and contracts. For 
multiyear solicitations, the contracting 
officer’s determination required by FAR 

16.203- 3 must be documented in the 
acquisition plan. The determination to 
include an EPA clause in a 1-year 
contract or to provide for price increases 
during the first 12 months of a multiyear 
contract must be approved by the 
Contracting Director and the supporting 
rationale included in the contract file. 

(2) When the determination to include 
an EPA clause has been made, in lieu of 
FAR 52.216-2, 3, or 4, the contracting 
officer shall include the clause at 
552.216-71 in 1-year solicitations and 
contracts when prices will be negotiated 
on the basis of discounts from 
established commercial catalogs or 
pricelists from which substantial sales 
have been made to the general public at 
published prices. In multiyear 
solicitations and contracts, the clause at 
552.216-71 (Alternate I) must be used, 
except when items will be awarded 
based on factors other than those 
previously stated above. Under those 
circumstances, an alternate clause may 
be developed (see chapter 52 of the HB, 
FSS P 2901.2A) with the approval of the 
Acquisition Management Center (FCO). 
An offer granting concessions 
predicated upon price increases during 
the first 12 months or a multiyear 
contract may be negotiated on that basis 
after obtaining the necessary approval 
provided for in (1), above. The EPA 
clause for the resultant contract must be 
modified accordingly. 
***** 

5. Section 516.203-70 is revised to read 
as follows: 

516.203- 70 EPA In FSS multiple award 
schedules. 

(a) If the FSS multiple award schedule 
solicitation contains an EPA clause, the 
contracting officer should establish 
negotiation objectives reflecting the 
terms of the clause and seek appropriate 
discounts. If the clause is not included in 
the initial solicitation, approval to 
include such a clause must be obtained 
from the Center Director and the 
appropriate clause included in the 
contract at the time of award. 

(b) The contract price ceiling (the 
aggregate of permitted price increases 
during a 12-month period) may be raised 
during the contract period only under 
the following conditions: 

(1) Analysis of the current market 
conditions, conducted in conjunction 
with the Office of Commodity 
Management (FC), reveals that the 


original contract price ceiling is 
inadequate. 

(2) The causes which require an 
increase in the price ceiling are not 
unique to an individual contractor, but 
affect all suppliers for similar products. 

(3) The Contracting Director approves 
the determination to raise the ceiling. 

PART 538—GSA SCHEDULE 
CONTRACTING 

6. Section 538.203 is revised to read as 
follows: 

538.203 Solicitation preparation. 

(a) FSS Multiple Award Schedules 
(MAS), other than New Item 
Introductory Schedules (NIIS), may be 
established providing for contract 
periods not to exceed 5 years. NIIS may 
be established for not more than 3 years. 
The length of the schedule contract 
period and the number of "open 
seasons" (period(s) of time when the 
solicitation will be reopened for receipt 
of new offers) must be determined prior 
to solicitation issuance, reflected in the 
acquisition plan, and stated in the CBD 
synopsis (see 505.203(c)) and 
solicitation. 

(b) Except as provided in this 
paragraph (b), at least one open season 
must be provided for in current 
solicitations (except 2-year schedules) 
and in any newly established MAS 
schedule. A previously established 2- 
year schedule must provide for an open 
season, unless there is a determination 
approved by the Contracting Director. 
Five-year multiyear solicitations must 
provide for at least two open seasons. 

(c) The solicitation used for soliciting 
offers during an open season must be 
the same solicitation used for the initial 
procurement as amended to reflect 
current requirements of procurement 
law or regulation and add new SINs. 

The deviation to FAR 52.215-10 
provided for in 515.412, will be included 
in solicitations and be applicable to any 
offer received after the date established 
for receipt of offers in the amended 
solicitation and CBD synopsis (see 
505.203(c)). No contract will be awarded 
as a result of an open season to a new 
supplier for products identical to those 
already under contract. 

(d) Regardless of the award date, all 
contracts awarded under a MAS 
solicitation, including contracts 
awarded as a result of any open season, 
must state a common expiration date. 

7. Section 538.203-71 is revised to add 
paragraphs (c) and (d) to read as 
follows: 

538.203-71 Contract clauses. 
***** 
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(c) The contracting officer shall insert 
the clause at 552.238-71, No “Open 
Season”, in 2-year multiyear 
solicitations subject to the 
determination provided for in 538.203(b). 

(d) The contracting officer shall insert 
the clause at 552.238-73, “Open Season” 
for Consideration of New Offers, in 
multiyear solicitations that provide for 
an annual open season. For a 3-. 4-. or 5- 
year solicitation with an open season 
every 18-months, the clause at 552.238- 
73 shall be used with Alternate I. For a 
3-, 4-. or 5-year solicitation with an open 
season every 24-months, the clause at 

552.238- 73 shall be used with Alternate 

U. 

8. Section 538.204 is added to read as 
follows: 

538.204 Schedule preparation. 

Contracts awarded ss a result of an 
open season must be included in the 
cumulative FSS schedule. 

PART 552—SOLICITATION 
PROVISIONS AND CONTRACT 
CLAUSES 

9. Sections 552.238-71 and 552.238-73 
are added to read as follows: 

552.238- 71 No “Open Season”. 

As prescribed in 538.203-71 (r). insert 
the following clause: 

No "Open Season” (XXX 1992) 

(a) Contracts awarded pursuant to this 
solicitation will be in effect for two years or 
less. The specific schedule contract period 
can be found on the solicitation cover page 
and in the Section A clauses of the 
solicitation. 

(b) Offerors are hereby notified that the 
Government will not reopen this solicitation 
for new offers (no "open season"). Therefore, 
offerors shall submit offers in accordance 
with the provisions of block 9 of the SF 33. 
Solicitation. Offer and Award, in order to be 
considered for award for items contained in 
this solicitation. Failure to respond b> the 
dale and time shown in this block will result 
in the offeror being excluded from 
consideration for the duration of the schedule 
period. 

(End of Clause.) 

552.238 73 ”Opon Season” for 
consideration of new offers. 

As prescribed in 538.203-71 (d), insert 
the following clause: 

"Open Season” for Consideration of New 
Offers (XXX 1992) 

(a) This standing solicitation will result in 
contracts that will remain in efTect r or 
periods in excess of one (1) year. The specific 
schedule contract period can be found on the 
solicitation cover page and in the Section A 
clauses of the solicitation. 

(b) New offers will be solicited annually 
(an "open season"). The solicitation will be 
reopened for receipt of new offers sometime 
during the last 6 months of each 12 month 


period. When the solicitation is reopened, the 
original solicitation will be amended to 
reflect statutory and regulatory changes 
which became effective after the original 
solicitaiton was issued. No open season will 
be held during the last year of the schedule 
period. 

(c) Contracts awarded pursuant to the 
basic solicitation will be in effect from the 
date of award or the schedule beginning date 
(whichever is later) through the end of the 
schedule completion date (unless otherwise 
canceled or terminated). The effective date 
for contracts awarded as a result of open 
season soliciting will be the first day of the 
succeeding year of the schedule period, or 
date of award (whichever is later) through 
the scheule completion date. 

(d) Open seasons will remain in effect for 
30 days to provide for submission of new 
offers. AU open seasons wii! be publicized in 
the Commerce Business Daily. New offers 
will tie considered only if received during the 
specified open seasons. 

(e) No contract will be awarded for 
products identical to those already under 
contract. Offers submitted after the end of the 
30-day period will be processed in 
accordance with the solicitation provisions 
entitled "Late Submissions. Modifications, 
and Withdrawals of Proposals" umd "Late 
Proposals". 

(End of Clause) 

Alternate I (XXX 1992). When providing for 
an open season every 18 months, substitute 
paragraphs (b) and (c) for paragraphs (b) and 

(c) of the basic clause: 

(b) New offers will be solicited * (an "open 
season"). When the solicitation is reopened, 
the original solicitation will be amended to 
reflect statutory and regulatory changes 
which became effective after the original 
solicitation was issued. No open season w ill 
be held during the last year of the schedule 
period. 

(t) Contracts awarded pursuant to the 
basic solicitation will be in effect from the 
date of award or the schedule beginning date 
(whichever is later) through the end of the 
schedule completion date (unless otherwise 
canceled or terminated). The effective date 
for contracts awarded as a result of open 
season soliciting will be either: (1) The 19th 
month of a 3-year schedule, or date of award 
(whichever is later), or (2) the 19th and 37th 
month of a 4-year and 5-year schedule, or 
date of award (whichever is later). 

Alternate ll {XXX 1992). if the solicitation 
provides an open season every 24 months, 
substitute paragraphs (b) and (c) for 
paragraphs (b) and (c) of the basic clause: 

(b) New offers will be solicited at least 8 
months prior to the M month of the schedule 
contract period (an "open season”). When the 
solicitation is reopened, the original 
solicitation will be amended to reflect 
statutory and regulatory changes which 
became effective afer the original solicitation 
was issued. No open season will be held 
during the last year of the schedule period. 

(c) Contracts awarded pursuant to the 
basic solicitation will be in effect from the 
date of award or the schedule beginning date 
(whichever is later) through the end of the 
schedule completion date (unless otherwise 
cancelled or terminated). The effective date 


for contracts made as a result of open season 
soliciting will be either: (1) The 13th or 25th 
month of a 3-vear schedule, or date of award 
(if it is later): (2) the 25th month of a 4-year 
schedule, or date of award (whichever is 
later): or (3) the 25th and 49th month of a 5- 
year schedule, or date of award (whichever is 
later). 


• The Contracting OfficeT shall insert the 
phrase "at least 6 months prior to the 19th 
month of the schedule contract period" in 3- 
year solicitations with one open season or 
the phrase "at least 6 months prior to the 19th 
month and at least C months prior to the 37th 
month of the schedule contract period" in 4- 
and 5-year solicitations with two open 
seasons. 

'* The Contracting Officer shat! insert 
either the ordinal number "13th” or "25th" in 
3-year solicitations with one open season. 
The latter ordinal number shall be used in 4- 
year solicitations with one open season. 
When used in 5-year solicitations with two 
open seasons, delete the word "the" before 
the "asterisk” and insert the phrase, "both 
the 25th and 49th.” 

Dated: March 4.1992. 

Richard H. Hopf HI, 

Associate .Administrator far Acquisition 
Policy. 

[FR Doc. 92-5848 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING COO€ 6S20-01-M 


48 CFR Parts 517 and 552 

IGSAR Notice 5-337] 

General Services Administration 
Acquisition Regulation; Use and 
Exercise of Options 

agency: Office of Acquisition Policy. 
GSA. 

action: Proposed rule. 

summary: This notice invites written 
comments on a proposed change to the 
General Services Administration 
Acquisition Regulation (GSAR) that 
would revise subpart 517.2, Options, to 
facilitate the use and exercise of options 
in appropriate circumstances and link 
the use and exercise of options with 
GSA’s objective of pursuing longer term 
contractual relationships with quality 
vendors. The proposed change would 
also add section 552.217-71 to provide 
the text of the provision. Notice 
Regarding Option(s). 
dates: Comments are due in writing on 
or before April 13,1992. 

ADDRESSES: Comments should be 
submitted to Marjorie Ashby, Office of 
GSA Acquisition Policy (VP), 18th and F 
Streets NW.. room 4026, Washington, 

DC 20405. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Ida M. Ustad, Office of GSA Acquisition 
Policy. (202) 501-1224. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

A. Background 

CSA proposes to deviate from the 
current Federal Acquisition Regulation 
(FAR) coverage on the use of options in 
order to support its Quality Contractor 
Program. However. GSA believes these 
changes may be appropriate for 
Govemmentwide use. Accordingly, GSA 
has recommended the FAR be revised in 
a similar manner. 

B. Executive Order 12291 

The Director, Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB), by memorandum 
dated December 14,1984, exempted 
certain agency procurement regulations 
from Executive Order 12291. The 
exemption applies to this proposed rule. 

C. Regulatory Flexibility Act 

The proposed rule does not appear to 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 
U.S.C. 601 et seq., and a waiver of the 
requirement for both an initial and final 
Regulatory Flexibility Analysis is 
believed to be appropriate. Comments 
from small entities concerning the 
proposed rule will be considered in 
accordance with 5 U.S.C. 610, however. 

D. Paperwork Reduction Act 

This proposed rule does not contain 
any recordkeeping or information 
collection requirements that require the 
approval of OMB under 44 U.S.C. 3501 et 
seq. 

List of Subjects in 48 CFR Parts 517 and 
552 

Government procurement. 

Accordingly, it is proposed to amend 
48 CFR parts 517 and 552 as follows: 

1. The authority citation for 48 CFR 
parts 517 and 552 continues to read as 
follows: 

Authority: 40 U.S.C. 486(c). 

PART 517—OPTIONS 

2. Section 517.200 is added to read as 
follows: 

517.200 Scope of subpart 

This subpart prescribes policies and 
procedures for the use and exercise of 
options. When a requirement in this 
subpart is inconsistent with FAR 17.2, 
this subpart takes precedence. A class 
deviation from the FAR has been 
approved to implement GSA’s Quality 
Contractor Program. This subpart 
extends its coverage and FAR 17.2 to 
contracts including those for: 

(a) Services involving the 
construction, alteration, or repair 


(including dredging, excavating, and 
painting) of buildings and other kinds of 
real property: 

(b) Architect-engineer services; 

(c) Automatic data processing (ADP) 
equipment and services; and 

(d) Telecommunications equipment 
and services. 

3. Section 517.202 is added to read as 
follows: 

517.202 Use of options. 

(a) The inclusion of options in 
contracts under appropriate 
circumstances is encouraged. The use of 
options may reduce procurement 
leadtime and associated costs, ensure 
continuity of contract support, improve 
overall contractor performance, and 
facilitate longer term contractual 
relationships with those contractors that 
continuously meet or exceed quality 
performance expectations outlined in 
the contract. 

(b) Inclusion of an option is normally 
in the Government’s interest where— 

(1) Additional supplies or services 
may be required during the contract 
term; 

(2) Additional supplies or services 
may be required beyond the initial 
contract term and either multiyear 
contracting authority is not available or 
its use is inappropriate; 

(3) There is a need for continuity of 
supply or services support; 

(4) Funds are not available for the 
entirety of the Government's needs, but 
are likely to become available during 
the contract term; or 

(5) The contract is with an emerging 
small business with minimal 
performance history in the contract 
supply or service and the basic quantity 
is intended to be a learning or testing 
quantity. 

(c) Inclusion of an option may not be 
appropriate where— 

(1) The contractor will incur undue 
risks; e.g., the price or availability of 
necessary materials or labor is not 
foreseeable; 

(2) The Government's requirements 
are firm and funds are available, unless 
the basic quantity is intended to be a 
learning or testing quantity; or 

(3) Use of an indefinite delivery or 
requirements contaract may be more 
appropriate (such contracts may, 
themselves, include options). 

4. Section 517.203 is added to read as 
follows: 

517.203 Solicitations. 

Solicitations containing options to 
extend (see FAR 17.208(f) and (g)) 
should normally inform offerors of the 
potential for entering into a long term 
contractual relationship with the GSA 


subject to a continuing need and the 
successful offeror’s ability to perform at 
levels which meet or exceed the 
agency’s quality performance 
expectations. 

5. Section 517.205 is added to read as 
follows: 

517.205 Documentation. 

The contracting officer shall document 
in the contract File the rationale for 
including the quantities and/or 
additional term under the option, the 
notification period for exercising the 
option, and any limitation on the option 
price under FAR 17.203(g). 

6. Section 517.207 is amended to add 
paragraph (c) to read as follows: 

517.207 Exercise of options. 
***** 

(c) The contracting officer may 
exercise options after determining 
that— 

(1) Funds are available; 

(2) The requirement covered by the 
option fulfills an existing Government 
need; 

(3) The contractor's performance 
under the contract has met or exceeded 
the Government’s expectation for 
quality performance, or that another 
circumstance exists that would warrant 
an extended contractual relationship; 
and 

(4) The option price is reasonable. 

7. Section 517.208 is revised to read as 
follows: 

517.208 Solicitation provision and 
contract clauses. 

(a) In addition to applicable clauses 
prescribed by FAR 17.208 (d), (e), or (g). 
the contracting officer shall insert a 
provision substantially the same as the 
provision at 552.217-71, Notice 
Regarding Option(s), in solicitations for 
supplies or services when necessary to 
inform offerors of the potential for 
purchasing additional quantities of 
supplies or services, for a longer term 
contractual relationship, or for 
purchasing additional quantities and 
extending the term and of the 
importance GSA will place on past 
performance when considering whether 
to exercise options. 

(b) The contracting officer shall insert 
a provision substantially the same as 
the provision at 552.217-70, Evaluation 
of Options, in solicitations for 
procurements under the Federal Supply 
Service (FSS) stock or special order 
program when: 

(1) The solicitation contains an option 
to extend the term of the contract, and 

(2) A firm-fixed price contract with 
economic price adjustment based on the 
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Producer Price Index or alternative 
indicator of market price changes is 
contemplated. 

8. Section 552.217-71 is added to read 
as follows: 

552.217-71 Notice regarding option(s). 

As prescribed in 517.208(a), insert the 
following provision: 

Notice Regarding Option(s) (XXX 1932) 

The General Services Administration 
(GSA) has included an option to (Insert 
"purchase additional quantities of supplies or 
services" or "extend the term of this 
contract" or "purchase additional quantities 
of supplies or services and to extend the term 
of this contract"] in order to demonstrate the 
value it places on quality performance by 
providing a mechanism for continuing a 
contractual relationship with a successful 
Offeror that performs at a level which meets 
or exceeds GSA’s quality performance 
expectations. When deciding whether to 
exercise the option, the Contracting Officer 
will consider the quality of the contractor's 
past performance under this contract. 

(End of Provision) 

Dated: March 4,1992. 

Richard H. Hope, III, 

Associate Administrator for Acquisition 
Policy. 

[FR Doc. 92-5844 Filed 3-13-92; 8:45 am] 

BILLING COOC 6820-61-M 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 

COMMISSION 

49 CFR Part 1001 

l Ex Parte No. MC-204J 

Historical Retention of International 

Joint Ocean-Motor Through-Rate 

Tariffs 

agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 

summary: The Commission proposes to 
eliminate the historical retention of 
international joint ocean-motor through- 
rate tariffs at the Commission filed by 
carriers which are required by law to 
file the same tariff information with the 
Federal Maritime Commission (FMC). 
FMC, which retains its copies of these 
tariffs in paper or microfiche form, 
would make them available for public 
inspection and coping. 

This change is proposed to alleviate 
the Commission’s shortage of storage 
space and personnel and to eliminate 
the accompanying costs. The Section of 
Tariffs (Bureau) received roughly 75,000 
FMC-ICC tariff publications per year 
and, under the current schedule, retains 
them for 10 years after cancellation. 

The proposed change would require 
amending 49 CFR part 1001, Inspection 
of Records. In addition, after comments 
are received, and before adopting this 


proposal as a final rule, the Commission 
will obtain any necessary approval for 
changes in its schedule of records 
retention from the National Archives 
and Records Service pursuant to the 
Federal Records Act, 44 U.S.C. 3301, et 
seq. Comments on this proposal are 
requested. 

dates: Comments are due April 27, 

1992. 

ADDRESSES: Send an original and 10 
copies of comments to: Office of the 
Secretary, Case Control Branch, 

Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, DC 20423. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James W. Greene, (202) 927-5597; 

Charles E. Langyher, III. (202) 927-5160; 
(TDD for hearing impaired (202) 927- 
5721.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
the existing regulatory scheme, carriers 
participating in international joint 
ocean-motor through-rate tariffs must 
file duplicate tariffs at the Commission 
and at the FMC. 1 Requests from the 
public to review such tariffs at the 
Commission are very rare. Due to a 
severe shortage of space and personnel, 
the Commission proposes that, instead 
of the current 10-year retention period, 
the tariffs be retained only until the 
expiration of the notice period or when 
the tariff becomes effective. Bureau 
would continue to make the appropriate 
review of the tariffs at the time they are 
filed with the Commission, and make 
them available for initial public review. 
However, after the tariff becomes 
effective, the Commission's copy would 
be destroyed. Under the proposal, any 
requests for historical tariff information 
would be referred to the FMC. 

The practice of referring the public to 
FMC has been in effect informally for 
some time without apparent problems. 
FMC, in an exchange of letters, has 
indicated its willingness to see this 
system formalized. We do not foresee 
any circumstances under which the 
proposed rule would impose an 
unreasonable burden on carriers or 
shippers. 

The Commission finds that it ha9 the 
statutory authority to institute this 
change. However, it i9 necessary to 
amend 49 CFR part 1001. In addition, 
assuming the public comments support 
this proposal, the Commission will 
obtain the necessary approval to effect 
any changes in its record retention 

* 49 CFR 1312.37 and 1314.15 establish procedures 
under which abbreviated tariffs can be Hied with 
the Commission, but many carriers have apparently 
elected to File complete tariffs with both agencies. 


schedules under the Federal Records 
Act and implementing regulations. 

This proposed rule is consistent with 
the Paperwork Reduction Act, 44 U.S.C. 
3501. This proposed rule is not a major 
rule for the purposes of Executive Order 
12291 of February 17,1981. As required 
by the Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 
U.S.C. 601, it is hereby certified that this 
proposed rule will not have a significant 
impact on small business entities. 

List of Subjects in 49 CFR Part 1001 
Confidential business information. 
Freedom of Information. 

Derided: March 2.1992. 

By the Commission. Chairman Philbin, Vice 
Chairman McDonald. Commissioners 
Simmons, Phillips, and Emmett. 

Commissioner Simmons dissented with a 
separate expression. 

Sidney L. Strickland, Jr M 
Secretary. 

For the reasons set forth in the 
preamble, the Commission proposes to 
amend Title 49, Chapter X, Part 1001 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations as 
follows: 

PART 1001 —INSPECTION OF RECORDS 

1. The authority citation for part 1001 
continues to read as follows:Q04 

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 552 and 49 U.S.C 10301 
and 10321. 

2. In S 1001.1. paragraph (a) is 
proposed to be revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 1001.1 Records available at the 
Commission’s Washington office. 

• • * • • 

(a) Copies of tariffs (except those 
specified in § 101.3), rate schedules, 
quotations or tenders under 49 U.S.C. 
10721(b)(2); classifications, powers of 
attorney, concurrences, and contracts 
filed with the Commission pursuant to 
49 U.S.C 10762, 10764,10765,10766, 

10721. 

» • • * * 

3. Sections 1001.3,1001.4 and 1001.5 
are proposed to be redesignated a9 
§5 1001.4,1001.5, and 1001.6, 
respectively, and a new § 1001.3 is 
proposed to be added to read as follows: 

§ 1001.3 Records available at the Federal 
Maritime Commission. 

Copies of international joint ocean- 
motor through-rate tariffs filed with the 
Commission will not be retained past 
the expiration of the notice period or 
when the tariff becomes effective. These 
tariffs are also filed with the Federal 
Maritime Commission (FMC) and are 
available to the public at the FMC's 
Washington. D.C. office for inspection, 
in either paper or microfiche form, 
during its regular business hours. 

[FR Doc. 92-5923 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am| 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Forest Service 

Appalachian Power Company 
Transmission Line Construction— 
Cloverdale, VA, to Oceana, WV; 
Jefferson National Forest, Appalachian 
National Scenic Trail, the New River, 
and R.D. Bailey Lake Flowage 
Easement Land; Virginia counties of 
Botetourt, Roanoke, Craig and Giles, 
and the West Virginia Counties of 
Monroe, Summers, Mercer and 
Wyoming 

agency: Forest Service, USDA. 

action: Revised notice; extends written 
comment period, establishes the date, 
time, and location for the public 
meetings, and incorporates the National 
Forest Management Act requirement for 
a consistency determination. 

summary: The Forest Service has 
extended the written comment period 
and established the dates, times, and 
locations for the public meetings being 
held to identify significant issues and 
alternatives to be considered in the 
environmental impact statement. The 
environmental impact statement is being 
prepared for a proposed action to 
authorize the Appalachian Power 
Company to construct a 765.000-volt 
transmission line across approximately 
twelve miles of the Jefferson National 
Forest, as well as portions of the 
Appalachian National Scenic Trail, the 
New River (at Bluestone Lake) and R.D. 
Bailey Lake Flowage Easement Land (at 
Guyandotte River). As required by the 
National Forest Management Act, any 
alternative selected that invokes 
National Forest System land must be 
consistent with the existing Jefferson 
Land and Resource Management Plan; if 
it is not, the Plan will be amended 
accordingly. 

dates: The due date for submitting 
written comments on the proposed 


action is changed from March 31,1992, 
to May 22,1992. 

addresses: Send written comments to: 
Joy E. Berg, Forest Supervisor Jefferson 
National Forest; Attention—Power Line 
Project; 210 Franklin Road, SW.; Caller 
Service 2900; Roanoke, Virginia 24001. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Frank Bergmann, Forest Service Project 
Coordinator, (703) 982-434& 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Notice of intent for the proposed action 
to authorize the Appalachian Power 
Company to construct a 765,000-volt 
transmission line across approximately 
twelve miles of the Jefferson National 
Forest, as well as portions of the 
Appalachian National Scenic Trail the 
New River (at Bluestone Lake) and R.D. 
Bailey Lake Flowage Easement Land (at 
Guyandotte River) was published in the 
Federal Register on November 21,1992 
(56 FR 58677-58679). 

The notice indicated that the dates, 
times, and locations for public meetings 
would be made known to the public 
through the Federal Register. The 
following public meetings have been 
scheduled to hear comments related to 
the proposed action and to develop the 
significant issues and route alternatives 
to be considered in the analysis. The 
public meetings will begin at 3 p.m. and 
end at 9 p.m. 

April 13.1992, Union Fireball. Third Street, 
Union. West Virginia. 

April 16,1992. New Castle Senior Citizen 
Center. 312 Main Street, New Castle. 
Virginia. 

April 14.1992. Concord College. Fine Arts 
Building—room 105, Athens. West Virginia. 
April 20.1992. Undside Senior Citizen Center. 

Route 219. Lindside. West Virginia. 

April 21,1992. Salem Civic Center—Parlor A, 
1001 Roanoke Boulevard. Salem. Virginia. 
Dated: March 5.1992. 

Joy E. Berg, 

Forest Supervisor. Jefferson Notional Forest 
|FR Doc. 92-5860 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOC 3410-11-41 


Amendment to the Forest Five-Year 
Noxious Weed Control Program 1986- 
1990; Lewis and Clark National Forest, 
Cascade County, MT 

summary: The Lewis and Clark 
National Forest has approved an 
amendment to the July a 1986 Record of 
Decision dealing with the Lewis and 
Clark National Forest Five-Year 


Noxious Week Control Program 1986- 
1990. This amendment covers the period 
through the 1992 field season, or until 
December 31.1992. Prior to December 
31,1992, the Lewis and Clark National 
Forest will prepare a supplement to the 
Forest’s Five-Year Noxious Week 
Control Program to cover the period 
1993-1997. 

dates: Written appeals concerning the 
extension of this Record of Decision 
through the 1992 field season, or until 
December 31,1992 must be received by 
April 20,1992. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

John D. Gorman, Forest Supervisor, 
Lewis and Clark National Forest, PO 
Box 869, Great Falls, Montana 59403, 
(406) 791-7700. 

Dated: March 4,1992. 

|ohn D. Gorman, 

Forest Supervisor, Lewis and Clark National 
Forest 

[FR Doc. 92-5849 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOC 3410-1VN 


COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 

Agenda and Notice of Public Meeting 
of the Nebraska Advisory Committee 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to file 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that the Nebraska Advisory Committee 
to the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights 
will hold a planning meeting on April 3. 
1992 in Lincoln. The meeting will be held 
at Ramada Inn-Airport 2301 NW. 12th 
Street from 10 a.m. until 3 p.m. The 
purpose of the meeting is to discuss 
program planning and subcommittee 
reports for future Advisory Committee 
projects. 

Persons desiring additional 
information, or planning a presentation 
to the Committee, should contact Melvin 
L Jenkins, Director of the Central 
Regional Division (816) 426-5253, (TTY 
816-426-5009). Hearing impaired 
persons who will attend the meeting and 
require the services of a sign language 
interpreter, should contact the Regional 
Division at least five (5) working days 
before the scheduled date of the 
meeting. 

The meeting will be conducted 
pursuant to the provisions of the rules 
and regulations of the Commission. 
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Dated at Washington. DC. March 10.1992. 

Carol-Lee Hurley, 

Chief, Regional Programs Coordination Unit. 
|FR Doc. 92-5952 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 633S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

International Trade Administration 

IA-533-803 and C-533-804) 

Termination of Antidumping Duty and 
Countervailing Duty Investigations; 

Bulk Ibuprofen From India 

agency: Import Administration. 
International Trade Administration, 
Department of Commerce. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 13,1992. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Stephanie L. Hager or Paulo F. Mendes. 
Office of Countervailing Investigations, 
Import Administration, U.S. Department 
of Commerce. 14th Street and 
Constitution Avenue, NW.. Washington, 
DC 20230; telephone; ( 202 ) 377-5055 or 
(202) 377-5050, respectively. 

Case History 

Since publication of the Department’s 
preliminary antidumping and 
countervailing duty determinations (57 
FR 7567, March 3.1992, and 56 FR 66432. 
December 23.1991, respectively), we 
received briefs and rebuttal briefs with 
regard to the preliminary determination 
in the countervailing duty investigation. 

Scope of Investigation 

The product covered by this 
investigation is bulk ibuprofen from 
India. Ibuprofen, a white powder, is a 
non-steroidal anti-inflammatory agent 
which also has analgesic and antipyretic 
activity. It is used in the symptomatic 
treatment of acute and chronic 
rheumatoid arthritis, osteoarthritis, 
primary dysmenorrhea and for the relief 
of mild to moderate pain. The chemical 
description of ibuprofen is 2-(4- 
isobutylphenyl) propionic acid, 

C 13 H 18 O 2 . The product covered by this 
investigation does not include ibuprofen 
sold in tablet, capsule or similar forms 
for direct human consumption. 

Ibuprofen is provided for in the 
Harmonized Tariff Schedule (HTS) 
subheading 2916.39.15. Although the 
HTS subheading is provided for 
convenience and customs purposes, our 
written description of the scope of this 
proceeding is dispositive. 

Termination of Investigations 

In a letter dated March 4,1992, 
petitioner notified the Department that it 
was withdrawing its July 31.1991 


petition, and requested that the 
Department terminate the antidumping 
and countervailing investigations. 

Under sections 19 CFR 353.17(a) and 
355.17(a), the Department may terminate 
an investigation after the withdrawal of 
the petition by the petitioner, after 
notifying all parties to the proceeding 
and after consultation with the 
International Trade Commission (ITC). 
The Department may not terminate an 
investigation unless it concludes that the 
termination is in the public interest. We 
have notified all parties to the 
proceeding and consulted with the ITC. 
In addition, we have concluded that 
termination of the investigation is in the 
public interest. Accordingly, we are 
terminating the antidumping and 
countervailing duty investigations of 
bulk ibuprofen from India. This action is 
taken pursuant to sections 734(a)(1) and 
704(a)(1) of the Tariff Act of 1930. as 
amended. 

Dated; March 6,1992. 

Alan M. Dunn. 

Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

[FR Doc. 92-5970 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING COO€ 3S10-DS-M 


[A-122-814, A-403-803, C-122-815) 

Postponement of Final Antidumping 
Duty Determinations of Pure and Alloy 
Magnesium From Canada and Norway, 
and Final Countervailing Duty 
Determination of Pure and Alloy 
Magnesium From Canada 

agency: Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration. 
Commerce. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 13,1992. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Rick Herring or Stephanie L Hager, 
Office of Countervailing Investigations, 
Import Administration, International 
Trade Administration, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, 14th Street and 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
DC 20230; telephone ( 202 ) 377-3530 or 
(202) 377-5055, respectively. 

Postponement 

On February 20,1992, the Department 
of Commerce (“the Department”) 
published its preliminary determinations 
of sales at less than fair value for pure 
and alloy magnesium from Canada and 
Norway. The notices stated that we 
would issue our final determinations on 
or before April 27,1992 (57 FR 0092 and 
6094. February 20,1992). 

On February 11,1992. we received a 
request from petitioner to extend the 
due date for the final countervailing 
duty determination to coincide with the 


date of the final determination in the 
antidumping duty investigation of pure 
and alloy magnesium from Canada. 
Accordingly, we extended the final 
determination in the countervailing 
investigation to not later than April 27, 
1992. 

On February 24, and March 3,1992. 
counsel for respondents in the 
antidumping duty investigations 
requested that the Department postpone 
the final antidumping duty 
determinations in these investigations 
until May 18,1992. W r e find no 
compelling reason to deny respondents’ 
requests. Therefore, pursuant to 19 CFR 
353 . 20 (b)( 1 ), we are postponing the date 
of the final determination in these 
investigations until not later than May 
18,1992. In accordance with 705(a)(1) of 
the Act (19 U.S.C. 167ld(a)(l)). the final 
determination in the countervailing duty 
determination will also be postponed 
until not later than May 18,1992. 

Case briefs for both antidumping duty 
investigations are now due on April 22 , 
1992. Rebuttal briefs are due on April 29. 
1992. The hearing for the antidumping 
investigations for Norway and Canada 
will be held on May 1,1992, at 10 a.m. 
and 1 p.m.. respectively, at the U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Room 3708. 
14th Street and Constitution Avenue, 
NW., Washington. DC 20230. Parties 
should confirm by telephone the time, 
date, and place of the hearing 48 hours 
before the scheduled time. 

The U.S. International Trade 
Commission is being advised of this 
postponement in accordance with 
section 735 (d) of the Tariff Act of 1930. 
as amended (“the Act”). 

This notice is published pursuant to 
section 735 (a)( 2 ) of the Act and 19 CFR 
353.20(b)(2) 

Dated: March 6,1992. 

Marjorie A. Cliorlins, 

Acting Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

(FR Doc. 92-5971 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 3510-OS-N 


IC-549-401J 

Certain Apparel From Thailand; Intent 
To Revoke Countervailing Duty Order 

agency: International Trade 
Administration/Import Administration. 
Department of Commerce. 
action: Notice of intent to revoke 
countervailing duty order. _ 

summary: The Department of 
Commerce is notifying the public of its 
intent to revoke the countervailing duty 
order on certain apparel from Thailand. 
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Interested parties who object to this 
revocation must submit their comments 
in writing not later than March 31.1992. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 13.1992. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Beth Chalecki or Maria MacKay. Office 
of Countervailing Compliance. 
International Trade Administration. U.S. 
Department of Commerce. Washington. 
DC 20230: telephone: (202) 377-2738. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

On March 12.1985. the Department of 
Commerce (the Department) published a 
countervailing duty order on certain 
apparel from Thailand (48 FR 9819). The 
Department has not received a request 
to conduct an administrative review of 
the countervailing duty order on certain 
apparel from Thailand more than four 
consecutive annual anniversary months. 

In accordance with 19 CFR 
355.25(d)(4)(iii), the Secretary of 
Commerce will conclude that an order is 
no longer of interest to interested parties 
and will revoke the order if no 
interested party objects to revocation or 
requests an administrative review by 
the last day of the fifth anniversary 
month. Accordingly, as required by 
section 355.25(d)(4) of the Department's 
regulations, we are notifying the public 
of our intent to revoke this order. 

Opportunity To Object 

Not later than March 31,1992. 
interested parties, as defined in section 
355.2(i) of the Department’s regulations, 
may object to the Department’s intent to 
revoke this countervailing duty order. 

Seven copies of any such objections 
should be submitted to the Assistant 
Secretary for Import Administration. 
International Trade Administration, 
room B-099, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, DC 20230. 

If interested parties do not request an 
administrative review or object to the 
Department’s intent to revoke by March 
31,1992. we shall conclude that the 
order is no longer of interest to 
interested parties and shall proceed 
with the revocation. 

This notice is in accordance with 19 
CFR 355.25(d). 

Dated: March 3.1991. 

Roland L. MacDonald, 

Acting Deputy Assistance Secretary’ for 
Compliance. 

|FR Doc. 92-5966 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 351CMH4-U 


1C-427-603) 

Brass Sheet and Strip From France; 
Intent To Revoke Countervailing Duty 
Order 

agency: International Trade 
Administration/Import Administration. 
Department of Commerce. 
action: Notice of intent to revoke 
countervailing duty order. 

summary: The Department of 
Commerce is notifying the public of its 
intent to revoke the countervailing duty 
order on brass sheet and strip from 
France. Interested parties who object to 
this revocation must submit their 
comments in writing not later than 
March 31.1992. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 13.1992. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Beth Chalecki or Maria MacKay, Office 
of Countervailing Compliance, 
International Trade Administration, U.S. 
Department of Commerce. Washington. 
DC 20230; telephone: (202) 377-2786. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

On March 6.1987, the Department of 
Commerce (’The Department”) 
published a countervailing duty order on 
brass sheet and strip from France (52 FR 
6996). Tlie Department has not received 
a request to conduct an administrative 
review of the countervailing duty order 
on brass sheet and strip from France for 
more than four consecutive annual 
anniversary months. This is the fifth 
annual anniversary month. 

In accordance with 19 CFR 
355.25(d)(4)(iii). the Secretary of 
Commerce will conclude that an order is 
no longer of interest to interested parties 
and will revoke the order if no 
interested party objects to revocation or 
requests an administrative review by 
the last day of the fifth anniversary 
month. Accordingly, as required by 
section 355.25(d)(4) of the Department’s 
regulations, we are notifying the public 
of our intent to revoke this order. 

Opportunity To Object 

Not later than March 31.1992, 
interested parties, as defined in 
5 355.2(i) of the Department’s 
regulations, may object to the 
Department’s intent to revoke this 
countervailing duty order. 

Seven copies of any such objections 
should be submitted to the Assistant 
Secretary for Import Administration. 
International Trade Administration, 
room B-099. U.S. Department of 
Commerce. Washington. DC 20230. 

If interested parties do not request an 
administrative review or object to the 


Department’s intent to revoke by March 
31,1992, we shall conclude that the 
order is no longer of interest to 
interested parties and shall proceed 
with the revocation. 

This notice is in accordance with 19 
CFR 355.25(d). 

Dated: March 6,1992. 

Joseph A. Spetrini, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Compliance. 
(FR Doc. 92-5967 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3S10-DS-M 


fC-201-505] 

Porcelafn-on-Steel Cookware From 
Mexico; Termination of Countervailing 
Duty Administrative Review 

agency: international Trade 
Administration/Import Administration. 
Department of Commerce. 

action: Notice of Termination of 
Countervailing Duty Administrative 
Review. 


summary: The Department of 
Commerce (“the Department”) has 
terminated the countervailing duty 
administrative review of porcelain-on- 
steel cookware from Mexico initiated on 
January 23.1992 (57 FR 2704). 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 13.1992. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

Dana S. Mermelstein or Maria P. 
MacKay, Office of Countervailing 
Compliance, International Trade 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce. Washington. DC 20230; 
telephone: (202) 377-2786. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

December 31,1991, Aceros 
Porcelanizados, S.A. (APSA) requested 
a countervailing duty administrative 
review of porcelain-on-steel cookware 
from Mexico for the period }anuary 1. 
1991 through December 31,1991. No 
other interested party requested the 
review. On January 23,1992. the 
Department initiated the administrative 
review for that period (57 FR 2704). 

APSA withdrew its request for review 
on February 21,1992. The withdrawal 
was timely within the meaning of 19 
CFR 355.22(a)(3). As a result, the 
Department has terminated the review. 

This notice is published in accordance 
with 19 CFR 355.22(a)(3). 

Dated: March 6,1992. 

Joseph A. Spetrini 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Compliance ; 
[FR Doc. 92-5969 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 
BILLING COOE 3510-OS-N 
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[C-489-502] 

Certain Welded Carbon Steel Pipe and 
Tube Products From Turkey; Intent To 
Revoke Countervailing Duty Order 

agency: International Trade 
Administration/Import Administration 
Department of Commerce. 
action: Notice of intent to revoke 
countervailing duty order. 

summary: The Department of 
Commerce is notifying the public of its 
intent to revoke the countervailing duty 
order on certain welded carbon steel 
pipe and tube products from Turkey. 
Interested parties who object to this 
revocation must submit their comments 
in writing not later than March 31,1992 
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 13,1992. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Allan Christian or Maria MacKay, 

Office of Countervailing Compliance, 
International Trade Administration, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Washington. 
DC 20230: telephone: (202) 377-2786. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

On March 7,1986, the Department of 
Commerce (“the Department’*) 
published a countervailing duty order on 
certain welded carbon steel pipe and 
tube products from Turkey (51 FR 7984). 
The Department has not received a 
request to conduct an administrative 
review of the countervailing duty order 
on certain welded carbon steel pipe and 
tube products from Turkey for more than 
four consecutive annual anniversary 
months. This is the fifth anniversary. 

In accordance with 19 CFR 
355.25(d)(4)(iii), the Secretary of 
Commerce will conclude that an order is 
no longer of interest to interested parties 
and will revoke the order if no 
interested party objects to revocation or 
requests an administrative review by 
the last day of the fifth anniversary 
month. Accordingly, as required by 
§ 355.25(d)(4) of the Department’s 
regulations, we are notifying the public 
of our intent to revoke this order. 

Opportunity to Object 

Not later than March 31,1992, 
interested parties, as defined in 
§ 355.2(i) of the Department’s 
regulations, may object to the 
Department's intent to revoke this 
countervailing duty order. 

Seven copies of any such objections 
should be submitted to the Assistant 
Secretary for Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, 
room B-099, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, DC 20230. 


If interested parties do not request an 
administrative review or object to the 
Department’s intent to revoke by March 
31,1992. we shall conclude that the 
order is no longer of interest to 
interested parties and shall proceed 
with the revocation. 

This notice is in accordance with 19 
CFR 355.25(d). 

Dated: March 8. 1992. 

Joseph A. Spetrini, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Compliance. 
|FR Doc. 92-5968 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants: Recovery Plans 

agency: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), NOAA, Commerce. 
action: Notice of availability. 

summary: The final Recovery Plans for 
the Northern Right Whale [Eubalaena 
glacialis) and Humpback Whale 
[Megaptera novaeongliae) have been 
approved by NMFS and are available 
upon request. 

The plans were developed by the 
Northern Right Whale and Humpback 
Whale Recovery Teams which were 
appointed by the Assistant 
Administrator for Fisheries. Membership 
on the teams included scientists, 
biologists, and resource managers from 
Center for Whale Studies, College of the 
Atlantic, The Georgia Conservancy, 
Living Resources, Inc., Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts, NMFS, New England 
Aquarium. University of Guelph, 
University of Rhode Island, University 
of Washington. Victoria University of 
Wellington (New Zealand), Whale and 
Dolphin Conservation Society, and 
Woods Hole Oceanographic Institution. 
addresses: Requests for either 
recovery plan should be addressed to 
Recovery Plans, F/PR2, Office of 
Protected Resources, National Marine 
Fisheries Service, 1335 East West 
Highway, Silver Spring. MD 20910. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Robert C. Ziobro (Northern Right 
Whale) or Gloria Thompson (Humpback 
Whale) at 301-713-2322. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA; 

16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) requires that the 
agencies responsible for listed species 
develop and implement recovery plans 
for the conservation and survival of 
threatened and endangered species, 
unless it is determined that such plans 
will not promote the conservation of the 


species. Accordingly. NMFS appointed 
the recovery teams to assist in the 
development of the recovery plans for 
the northern right whale and humpback 
whale. The recovery plans discuss the 
natural history, current status of the 
Western North Atlantic and North 
Pacific populations of both species, and 
the known and potential human impacts 
on the species. Actions that would 
promote the recovery of right whales 
and humpback whales are identified 
and discussed in the respective plans 
and the recovery plans will be used to 
direct U.S. activities to promoter 
recovery. 

Comments were solicited on the draft 
recovery plans. Comments ranged from 
complete agreement with the objectives 
of the plans to near total disagreement 
with the objectives. Specific comments 
included why are there no priority 1 
tasks in the humpback plan (NMFS 
Recovery Planning Guidelines indicate 
that a task is priority 1 only when a 
species will become extinct if the task is 
not performed. There are no priority one 
tasks in the humpback whale recovery 
plan). Many commentors encouraged 
NMFS to engage in cooperative 
programs with Canada for each species 
(NMFS is participating in cooperative 
efforts on both the right whale and 
humpback whale). Many comments 
were received on research needs, most 
of which concerned the use of satellite 
monitored tags and determining the 
effects of vessel noise on these species 
(these subjects are integral parts of the 
implementation schedules). Comments 
were also received on vessel traffic and 
collisions with right whales (this issue is 
a priority 1 task and will be addressed 
as implementation begins). Comments 
were also received on the petitioned 
critical habitat for the northern right 
whale and the need to protect essential 
habitat for the humpback whale in 
Hawaiian waters (all essential habitats 
are being reviewed to determine what 
areas if any should be designated as 
critical habitat.) Additional comments 
were also received on the structure of 
the plans. NMFS incorporated 
appropriate comments into the plans 
and implementation schedules and in 
some cases contacted the comjnentor for 
further clarification. 

Dated: March 10.1992. 

Charles Kamella, 

Acting Director, Office of Protected 
Resources. 

[FR Doc. 92-5981 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 amj 

BILLING CODE 3510-22-M 
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Marine Mammals 

agency: National Marine Fisheries 
Service, NOAA, Commerce. 
action: Receipt of applications for 
permits (P772#59 and P502). 

Notice is hereby given that the 
following applicants have applied in due 
form for Permits to take marine 
mammals as authorized by the Marine 
Mammal Protection Act of 1972 (16 
U.S.C. 1361-1407), the Regulations 
Governing the Taking and Importing of 
Marine Mammals (50 CFR part 216), the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1531-1543), and the regulations 
governing endangered Fish and wildlife 
(50 CFR part 217-222). 

Application No. 1 (P772~59). The 
Southwest Fisheries Science Center, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, La 
Jolla, CA 92038, requests authorization 
to take 1200 Hawaiian monk seals 
(Monochus schauinsiandi ) over a two- 
year period for scientific research. 

These seals will be injected with 
Passive Implanted Transponder (PIT) 
tags. Some may require a second 
injection at a later date, if researchers 
are unable to implant two tags 
simultaneously. Up to 100 of these 
animals may require replacement of 
previously attached flipper tags. Up to 
300 of these seals will be restrained for 
weighing and measuring, and 250 will be 
dye-marked. Up to 30 of those animals 
restrained for weighing will have blood 
drawn for disease screening. Four of the 
1200 animals will be captured, 
instrumented with satellite transmitters, 
released and subsequently recaptured to 
retrieve the instruments. 

Application No. 2 (P502). The Marine 
Mammal Resource Center, 2201 34th 
Avenue, West. Seattle, WA 98199, 
requests a permit to take by incidental 
harassment up to 1000 harbor seals 
(Phoca vitulina ) annually on rookeries 
in Puget Sound. The animals might be 
harassed while collecting dead harbor 
seal pups and adults over a 5-year 
period. Specimens will be collected 
under the authority of the Northwest 
Regional Stranding Network and will be 
subjected to toxicological screening and 
histopathological analyses. 

Concurrent with the publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register, the 
Secretary of Commerce is forwarding 
copies of these applications to the 
Marine Mammal Commission and the 
Committee of Scientific Advisors. 

Written data or views, or requests for 
public hearings on these applications 
should be submitted to the Assistant 
Administrator for Fisheries, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, 1335 East- 


West Hwy., room 7234, Silver Spring, 
MD 20910, within 30 days of the 
publication of this notice. Those 
individuals requesting a hearing should 
set forth the specific reasons why a 
hearing on a particular application 
would be appropriate. The holding of 
such hearing is at the discretion of the 
Assistant Administrator for Fisheries. 
All statements and opinions contained 
in these applications are summaries of 
those of the Applicants and do not 
necessarily reflect the views of the 
National Marine Fisheries Service. 

Documents submitted in connection 
with the above applications are 
available for review by interested 
persons in the following offices: 

By appointment: Office of Protected 
Resources, National Marine Fisheries 
Service, 1335 East-W'est Hwy., suite 
7324. Silver Spring. MD 20910 (301/713- 
2289); 

(P772#59) —Director, Southwest Region, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, 501 
West Ocean Boulevard, Suite 4200, 
Long Beach, CA 90802. (310/980-4016). 
(P502) —Director, Northwest Region. 
National Marine Fisheries Service, 
7600 Sand Point Way, NE BIN C15700, 
Seattle, WA 98115 (206/526-6150); and 
Director, Alaska Region, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, Fed. Bldg., 
709 W. 9th Street, Juneau, AK 99802 
(907/568-7221). 

Dated: March 6.1992. 

Charles Kamella, 

Acting Director, Office of Protected 
Resources. 

[FR Doc. 92-5855 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOC 3510-22-*! 


COMMITTEE FOR PURCHASE FROM 
THE BLIND AND OTHER SEVERELY 
HANDICAPPED 

Procurement List; Proposed Additions 

agency: Committee for Purchase From 
the Blind and Other Severely 
Handicapped. 

action: Proposed additions to 
Procurement List. 

summary: The Committee has received 
proposals to add to the Procurement List 
commodities and services to be 
furnished by nonprofit agencies 
employing persons who are blind or 
have other severe disabilities. 
COMMENTS must 3E received on or 
before: April 13,1992. 
addresses: Committee for Purchase 
from the Blind and Other Severely 
Handicapped. Crystal Square 5, suite 
1107,1755 Jefferson Davis Highway, 
Arlington, Virginia 22202-3509. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Beverly Milkman (703) 557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
notice is published pursuant to 41 U.S.C. 
47(a)(2) and 41 CFR 51-2.3. Its purpose is 
to provide interested persons an 
opportunity to submit comments on the 
possible impact of the proposed actions. 

If the Committee approves the 
proposed additions, all entities of the 
Federal Government (except as 
otherwise indicated) will be required to 
procure the commodities and services 
listed below from nonprofit agencies 
employing persons who are blind or 
have other severe disabilities. 

I certify that the following action will 
not have a significant impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. The 
major factors considered for this 
certification were: 

1. The action will not result in any 
additional reporting, recordkeeping or 
other compliance requirements for small 
entities other than the small 
organizations that will furnish the 
commodities and services to the 
Government. 

2. The action does not appear to have 
a severe economic impact on current 
contractors for the commodities and 
services. 

3. The action will result in authorizing 
small entities to furnish the Government 
and services to the Government. 

4. There are no known regulatory 
alternatives which would accomplish 
the objectives of the Javits-Wagner- 
O’Day Act (41 U.S.C. 46-48c) in 
connection with the commodities and 
services proposed for addition to the 
Procurement List. 

Comments on this certification are 
invited. Commenters should identify the 
statement(s) underlying the certification 
on which they are providing additional 
information. 

It is proposed to add the following 
commodities and services to the 
Procurement List: 

Commodities 

Strap, Webbing 
5340-01-164-4930 

(Remaining Government Requirement) 
Drawers. Extreme Cold Weather 
8415-00-782-3226 
8415-00-782-3227 
8415-00-782-3228 
8415-00-782-3229 
8415-01-051-1175 
Pad. Comfort, Parachutist 
B470-00-NIB-0001 

(Requirements for the Army and Air Force 
Exchange Command. Dallas, Texas) 

Services 

Janitorial/Custodial, Federal Building. U.S. 
Courthouse and Customhouse. Fort 
Lauderdale. Florida. 
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Junitorial/Custodial. Building 323. Robins Air 
Force Base. Georgia. 

Mailing Service. U.S. Department of State. 
Office of Recruitment. Examination and 
Employment. Arlington. Virginia. 

Beverly L. Milkman. 

Executive Director. 

[FR Doc. 92-5951 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOC W20-33-M 


COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION 

Chicago Board of Trade Proposed 
Futures Contract 

agency: Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission. 

action: Notice of availability of the 
terms and conditions of proposed 
commodity futures contract. 

summary: The Chicago Board of Trade 
(CBT or Exchange) has applied for 
designation as a contract market in 
ferrous scrap futures. The Director of the 
Division of Economic Analysis 
(Division) of the Commission, acting 
pursuant to the authority delegated by 
the Commission Regulation 140.96, has 
determined that publication of the 
proposal for comment is in the public 
interest, will assist the Commission in 
considering the views of interested 
persons, and is consistent with the 
purposes of the Commodity Exchange 
Act. 

DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before April 13,1992. 
addresses: Interested persons should 
submit their views and comments to 
Jean A. Webb, Secretary, Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission. 2033 K 
Street NW., Washington, DC 20581. 
Reference should be made to the ferrous 
scrap futures contract. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Please contact Richard Shilts of the 
Division of Economic Analysis. 
Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission, 2033 K Street NW., 
Washington. DC 20581, telephone 202- 
254-7303. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Copies 
of the terms and conditions of the 
proposed contract will be available for 
inspection at the Office of the 
Secretariat. Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission. 2033 K Street NW.. 
Washington, DC 20581. Copies of the 
terms and conditions can be obtained 
through the Office of the Secretariat by 
mail at the above address or by phone 
at (202) 254-6314. 

Other materials submitted by the CBT 
in support of the application for contract 
market designation may be available 
upon request pursuant to the Freedom of 


Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552) and the 
Commission's regulations thereunder (17 
CFR part 145 (1987)). except to the 
extent they are entitled to confidential 
treatment as set forth in 17 CFR 145 and 
145.9. Requests for copies of such 
materials should be made to the FOl. 
Privacy and Sunshine Act Compliance 
Staff of the Office of the Secretariat at 
the Commission’s headquarters in 
accordance with 17 CFR 145.7 and 145.8. 

Any person interested in submitting 
written data, views, or arguments on the 
terms and conditions of the proposed 
contract, or with respect to other 
materials submitted by the CBT in 
support of the application, should send 
such comments to Jean A. Webb. 
Secretary, Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission. 2033 K Street NW.. 
Washington. DC 20581 by the specified 
date. 

Issued in Washington. DC. on March 9. 
1992. 

Gerald Gay. 

Director. 

[FR Doc. 92-5856 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOC 9351-01-N 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Air Force 

Intent To Prepare an Environmental 
Impact Statement Space Nuclear 
Thermal Propulsion Program 

The Department of the Air Force is 
conducting the Space Nuclear Thermal 
Propulsion (SNTP) Program to develop 
the technology for a nuclear thermal 
propulsion system. The SNTP Program 
Office at Phillips Laboratory, Kirtland 
AFB, NM is managing program activities 
and intends to study the environmental 
issues associated with the SNTP 
program. To this end, the Air Force 
Center of Environmental Excellence 
(AFCEE) will prepare an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) for use in the 
decision-making process. 

Successful development of nuclear 
thermal propulsion system technology 
would allow future consideration of the 
acquisition of a cost-effective rocket to 
support national defense and civil space 
missions. 

SNTP Program decisions to be made 
include: (a) Whether or not to continue 
the SNTP program through the 
development of nuclear thermal 
propulsion technology: (b) whether or 
not to construct and operate a ground 
test facility; and (c) where to locate the 
ground test facility if the program is to 
continue. Decisions on whether lo build 
a rocket for flight testing and the 
acquisition of operational rockets are 


not included in the proposed action; 
these decisions are not part of the SNTP 
technology' development program. 

The SNTP ground test facility is 
proposed to be located at either the 
Nevada Test Site or the Idaho National 
Engineering Laboratory. 

Scoping will be conducted to identify 
environmental concerns and issues that 
need to be addressed in the EIS. The FJS 
will assess the issues pertaining to the 
decisions to be made. Two public 
scoping meetings will be held as part of 
the process (one each in La9 Vegas. NV, 
and Idaho Falls. ID) to determine the 
environmental issues and concerns that 
should be addressed. The scoping 
meetings are tentatively scheduled for 
April 1992. Notice of the exact time and 
place of the meeting will be published in 
the news media. 

Public input and comments are 
solicited concerning the environmental 
aspects of the proposed program. To 
assure the program office will have 
sufficient time to fully consider public 
inputs on issues, written comments 
should be mailed to ensure receipt no 
later than May 15,1992. 

Comments concerning the proposed 
project or the EIS should be addressed 
to: Lt. Col. Gary Baumgartel. Director of 
Environmental Planning AFCEE/ESE. 
Building 1155, Brooks AFB, TX 78235- 
5000. (512) 536-3907. 

Patsy' J. Conner, 

A ir Force Federal Register Liaison Officer 
[FR Doc. 92-5703 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3910-01 -M 


Department of the Navy 

Record of Decision to Homeport and 
Construct Support Facilities for Two 
Fast Combat Support Ships at Naval 
Shipyard Puget Sound, Bremerton, WA 

Pursuant to section 102(2)(c) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) of 1969 and the Council on 
Environmental Quality Regulations (40 
CFR part 1500-1508), the Department of 
the Navy announces its decision to 
homeport and construct support 
facilities for two Fast Combat Support 
Ships (AOE-8 Class) at Naval Shipyard 
(NAVSHIPYD) Puget Sound. Bremerton. 
Washington. This action was identified 
as the preferred alternative in the Final 
Programmatic Environmental Impact 
Statement (FPEIS) that was distributed 
to the public on September 13,1991. 

The U.S. Navy is acquiring new design 
auxiliary 9hips over the next ten years. 
Those AOE-6 Class ships will provide 
fuel, ammunition, and dry and 
refrigerated stores to operational forces 
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in the U.S. Pacific Fleet. At the present 
rate of ship funding and acquisition, two 
AOE-6 Class ships will require a 
homeport on the U.S. west coast within 
the next two or three years. While ship 
construction proposals indicate that 
additional ships could be funded and 
built in the future, only two ships are 
currently proposed from homeporting on 
the U.S. west coast. 

To identify a homeport for the fiist 
two AEO-6 Class ships to be 
homeported, and additional AOE-6 
Class ships that may be acquired by the 
Navy, a program for identifying the most 
practicable west coast locations for 
hoemporting was implemented. This 
program evaluated seventeen naval 
installations along the U.S. west coast, 
along with the no action alternative. The 
potential for unacceptable, adverse 
environmental impact, along with 
operational concerns, eliminated 
thirteen sites. 

Four sites were studied in detail in the 
Draft Programmatic Environmental 
Impact Statement (DPEIS), which was 
distributed to the public on April 12. 

1991. The four sites are NAVSH1PYD 
Puget Sound, Bremerton. Washington; 
Naval Station Long Beach, California; 
Naval Air Station North Island, San 
Diego. California; and Naval Station San 
Diego. California. Naval Weapons 
Station Seal Beach, California, was also 
evaluated for providing ordnance 
support to any of the three potential 
southern California homeport sites. 

Based on environmental and 
operational considerations, 

NAVSHIPYD Puget Sound is the 
preferred alternative for the 
homeporting action. Part II of the PEIS 
included a tiered analysis with respect 
to the selection of NAVSHIPYD Puget 
Sound. While this decision involves 
constructing support facilities needed to 
homeport two AOE-6 Class ships at 
NAVSHIPYD. it does not include final 
decisions for homeporting additional 
AOE-6 Class ships at Long Beach or San 
Diego. No proposal presently exists to 
homeport ships at Long Beach or San 
Diego. Decisions regarding homeporting 
at these sites will be made as 
subsequent homeporting proposals are 
developed, and are studied in tiered 
environmental impact statements. 
Ordnance loadout capabilities and 
requirements will be addressed, as 
appropriate, in tiered documentation. 

Support facilities to be constructed in 
support of the homeporting action at 
NAVSHIPYD include the upgrade of Pier 
D by dredging 170,400 cubic yards of 
material adjacent to both sides of the 
pier and upgrade of utility systems. This 
will deepen the berthing area from —42 
feet mean lower low water (MLLW) to 


—49.4 feet MLLW to accommodate the 
AOE-6 draft. A new platform at 
Mooring G and a new off-shore powered 
mooring facility in Sinclair Inlet will be 
constructed for stowage of inactive 
ships displaced from Pier D, or for 
inactive ships to be received in the 
future which had been planned to be 
located at Pier D. The mooring site in 
Sinclair Inlet best meets operational 
needs and reduces impacts because it 
expands on the area already used for 
stowage at the existing mooring buoy. 
Alternative configurations of the 
mooring assembly were presented in the 
FPEIS because the specific ship mix to 
be moored is uncertain at this time. 
Either configuration would impact only 
an additional 15 acres of surface area 
over that of the existing buoy (30 acres). 
These facilities replace the inactive ship 
stowage capacity that will be lost with 
the redesignation of Pier D to AOE-6 
berthing. 

About 17 acres of privately owned 
property adjacent to NAVSHIPYD will 
be acquired. Fleet parking, morale/ 
welfare and recreation facilities, fleet 
support facilities including shop and 
warehouse buildings, and various site 
improvements will be constructed on the 
land. No cultural resources listed or 
determined eligible of listing on the 
National Register of Historic Places will 
be affected by property acquisition or 
development 

All practicable means to avoid or 
minimize environmental impacts at 
NAVSHIPYD have been adopted. 
Sediment analysis for dredged material 
has been performed, and all material 
unacceptable for in-water disposal will 
be disposed in an approved upland 
location. Necessary permits from the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the 
Puget Sound Dredge Disposal Agency 
will be obtained prior to dredging 
operations. Further public review 
concerning dredged material disposal 
will be afforded during the permitting 
process. 

In response to public comments, the 
proposed action was revised to allow 
Callow Avenue to remain open and to 
avoid potentially significant traffic 
related impacts. 

Property acquisition and relocation of 
residents and business in the land 
purchase area will be conducted in 
accordance with the Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Act. In furtherance of this 
federal law. it is the policy of the Navy 
to treat all owners and tenants fairly 
and equitably throughout the purchase 
and relocation process. 

The continued development of the 
property to be acquired will not affect 
any substantial wildlife habitat, nor will 


it affect any sensitive or protected 
wildlife species. 

The Suquamish Tribe, which has 
treaty fishing rights for areas of Puget 
Sound including Sinclair Inlet, has 
commented that their access to what the 
Tribe identifies as a critical terminal 
fishery within the established, usual, 
and accustomed fishing areas would be 
impacted by the placement or a mooring 
in the inlet. The Navy has determining 
that constructing a fleet mooring in 
Sinclair Inlet falls within the rights of 
navigational servitude held by the U.S. 
government which is dominant to other 
uses, and. therefore, can be 
accomplished without a requirement to 
compensate the Suquamish Tribe for 
any economic loss it might suffer. 

Comments received from the public on 
the DPEIS included concerns about land 
acquisition and relocation, dredged 
material disposal, and impacts to treaty 
fishing waters resulting from 
homeporting at Bremerton. Comments 
regarding homeporting at Long Beach 
and San Diego included concerns about 
air emissions, water quality, dredge 
material disposal, visual aesthetics, 
littoral transport of sand, traffic impacts, 
and impacts to outdoor recreational 
opportunities. In addition, a comment on 
the FPEIS from the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs reiterated the concerns raised 
about impacts to treaty fishing rights at 
Bremerton and requested a revised E1S. 
All these comments were addressed in 
the FPEIS, or in this Record of Decision, 
and the Navy believes that there are no 
outstanding issues to be resolved with 
respect to this project. Therefore, a 
revised Environmental Impact 
Statement is not required. 

Questions regarding the 
Environmental Impact Statement 
prepared for this action may be directed 
to Chesapeake Division, Naval Facilities 
Engineering Command. Washington 
Navy Yard, Washington. DC 20374 
(Attn: Mr. Robert Schwarz), telephone 
(202) 433-3387. 

Dated: March 10.1992. 

Elsie L. Munsell, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Navy. 
(Environment and Safety). 

|FR Doc. 92-5925 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am| 

BILLING CODE 381Q-AE-U 


DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

Proposed Information Collection 
Requests 

agency: Department of Education. 
action: Notice of proposed information 
collection requests. 
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summary: The Director. Office of 
I Information Resources Management. 

I invites comments on the proposed 

I information collection requests as 

| required by the Paperwork Reduction 

| Act of 1980. 

dates: Interested persons are invited to 
H submit comments on or before April 13. 

I 1992. 

ADDRESSES: Written comments should 
A be addressed to the Office of 

j Information and Regulatory Affairs. 

| Attention: Dan Chenok: Desk Officer. 

I Department of Education. Office of 

I Management and Budget. 726 Jackson 

h Place. NW.. room 3208. New Executive 

Office Building. Washington, DC 20503. 

, Requests for copies of the proposed 

I information collection requests should 

I be addressed to Wallace R. McPherson. 

I jr., Department of Education. 400 

1 Maryland Avenue. SW., room 5624. 

I Regional Office Building 3. Washington. 

I DC 20202. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

If Wallace R. McPherson (202) 708-5174. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section 
I 3517 of the Paperwork Reduction Act of 

I 1900 (44 U.S.C. chapter 35) requires that 

I the Office of Management and Budget 

i (OMB) provide interested Federal 

I agencies and the public an early 

j opportunity to comment on information 

| collection requests. OMB may amend or 

| waive the requirement for public 

1 consultation to the extent that public 

participation in the approval process 
8 would defeat the purpose of the 

| information collection, violate State or 

Federal law. or substantially interfere 
| with any agency’s ability to perform its 

J statutory obligations. The Acting 

Director. Office of Information 
| Resources Management, publishes this 

D notice containing proposed information 

I collection requests prior to submission 

I of these requests to OMB. Each 

J proposed information collection, 

j grouped by office, contains the 

I following: (1) Type of review requested. 

e.g.. new. revision, extension, existing or 
1 reinstatement: (2) Title; (3) Frequency of 

1 collection; (4) The affected public; (5) 

I Reporting burden; and/or 16) 

I Recordkeeping burden; and (7) Abstract. 

1 OMB invites public comment at the 

address specified above. Copies of the 
requests are available from Wallace R. 

U McPherson. Jr. at the address specified 

I above. 

I Dated: March 10.1992. 

Wallace R. McPherson. Jr.. 

I ® Acting Director. Office o f Information 

Resources Management . 

Office of Postsecondary Education 

Type of Review: Extension. 


Title: Perkins Loan Program (formerly 
National Direct/Defense Student I,oan 
Program) Assignment Form. 

Frequency: Discretion of Institution. 

Affected Public: Individuals or 
households. 

Reporting Burden: 

Responses: 60,000. 

Burden Hours: 30,000. 

Recordkeeping Burden: 

Recordkeepers: 3,000. 

Burden Hours: 1,500. 

/\5sfrocf:This form is used to collect 
pertinent data regarding defaulted 
student loans from institutions 
participating in the Perkins Loan 
Program. The ED form 553 serves as 
the transmittal document in the 
assignment of defaulted student loans 
to the Federal Government for 
collection. 

Office of Civil Rights 

Type of Review: Reinstatement. 

Title: Fall 1992 Elementary and 
Secondary School Civil Rights Survey. 

Frequency: Biennially. 

Affected Public: State or local 
governments. 

Reporting Burden: 

Responses: 53,900. 

Burden Hours: 431.200. 

Recordkeeping Burden: 

Recordkeepers: 90.000. 

Burden Hours: 90.000. 

Abstract: This survey will collect 
information from public school 
districts and schools for determining 
compliance with applicable civil 
rights laws. The Department uses this 
information to make its annual report 
to Congress. 

(FR Doc. 92-5974 Filed 3-12-02; 8:45 ami 

8ILUHQ COO€ 4000-01-N 


tCFDA No.: 84.162J 

Emergency Immigrant Education 
Program; Notice Inviting Applications 
for New Awards for Fiscal Year (FY) 
1992 

Purpose of Program: This program 
provides financial assistance for 
supplementary educational services and 
costs for eligible immigrant children 
enrolled in elementary and secondary 
public and nonpublic schools. The 
program supports AMERICA 2000, the 
President’s strategy for moving the 
Nation toward the National Education 
Goals, by helping immigrant children 
reach high levels of academic 
achievement and. ultimately, graduate 
from high school, obtain productive 
employment, and exercise the rights and 
responsibilities of citizenship. 


1992 / Notices 


Eligible Applicants: State educational 
agencies (SEAs). 

Deadline for Transmittal of 
Applications: May 15.1992. 

Deadline for Intergovernmental 
Review: July 14.1992. 

Applications Available: March 16. 

1992. 

A vailable Funds: $30 million. 

Project Period: Up to 12 months. 
Applicable Regulations: (a) The 
Education Department General 
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in 
34 CFR parts 76, 77. 79. 8a 81. 82, 85. and 
89; and (b) The regulations for this 
program in 34 CFR part 581. 

Programmatic Information: An SEA 
may apply for a grant if it meets the 
eligibility requirements specified in 34 
CFR 581.2. An eligible SEA must provide 
a count, taken during April 1992, of the 
number of immigrant children enrolled 
in public and nonpublic schools in 
accordance with the requirements 
specified in 34 CFR 581.11. The term 
“immigrant children” means children 
who were not bom in any State and who 
have been attending schools in any one 
or more States for less than three 
complete academic years. 

The Education Department is required 
to reduce a State’s grant award under 
this program by the amount of Federal 
funds that the State received in the same 
fiscal year for the same purpose as the 
Emergency Immigrant Education 
Program (E1EP) funds. However, a 
reduction must be made only to the 
extent that such other Federal funds are 
made available specifically because of 
the refugee, parolee, asyiee. or other 
immigrant status of the individuals 
served. States must in their EIEP 
application provide information 
regarding any other Federal assistance 
requested for the same fiscal year for 
the same purpose as the EIEP funds. 

For Applications or Information 
Contact: liarpreet K. Sandhu. U.S. 
Department of Education, 400 Maryland 
Avenue. SW.. room 5088, Mary E. 
Switzer Building. Washington. DC 
20202-6641. Telephone: (202) 732-5706. 
Deaf and hearing impaired individuals 
may call the Federal Dual Party Relay 
Service at 1-800-877-8339 (in the 
Washington. DC 202 area code, 
telephone 708-9300) between 8 a m. and 
7 p m.. Eastern time. 

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 3121-3130 
Dated: March 6.1992. 

Rita Esquivel 

Director. Office of Bilingual Education and 
Minority Languages Affairs. 

(FR Doc. 92-5978 Filed 3-12-82:8.45 am| 
eiLUno cooe 4eoo-oi-n 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Conduct of Employees; Waiver 
Pursuant to Section 602(c) of the 
Department of Energy Organization 
Act (Pub. L. 95-91) 

Section 602(a) jf the Department of 
Energy ("DOE**/ Organization Act (Pub. 
L. 95-91, hereinafter referred to as the 
"Act”) prohibits a “supervisory 
employee** (defined in section 601(a) of 
the Act) of the Department from 
knowingly receiving compensation from, 
holding any official relation with, or 
having any pecuniary interest in any 
“energy concern’* (defined in section 
601(b) of the Act). 

Sec I ion 602(c) of the Act authorizes 
the Secretary of Energy to waive the 
requirements of section 602(a) in cases 
where the interest is a pension, 
insurance, or other similarly vested 
interest. 

Mr. Thomas M. Torkos is under 
consideration for the position of Deputy 
Director. Pittsburgh Energy Technology 
Center. As a result of his previous 
employment with Gulf Research and 
Development Co., which was 
subsequently purchased by Chevron 
Corp., Mr. Torkos has a vested pension 
interest, within the meaning of section 
602(c) of the Act, in the Chevron 
Retirement Plan. I have granted Mr. 
Torkos a waiver of the divestiture 
requirement of section 602(a) of the Act 
for the duration of his employment with 
the Department as a supervisory 
employee with respect to this pension 
interest. 

In accordance with section 208, title 
18, United States Code. Mr. Torkos has 
been directed not to participate 
personally and substantially, as a 
Government employee, in any particular 
matter the outcome of which could have 
a direct and predictable effect upon 
Chevron Corp. 

Dated: March 2.1992. 
fames D. Watkins, 

Admiral. US. Navy (Retired}. Secretary of 
Energy. 

|FR Doc. 92-5962 Filed *-12-412; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

I Project No. 2711-002 Wisconsin J 

Northern States Power Co.; Availability 
of Environmental Assessment 

March 9.1992. 

In accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 and 
the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission’s (Commission’s) 


regulations, 18 CFR Part 380 (Order No. 
486, 52 FR 47897). the Office of 
Hydropower Licensing has reviewed the 
application for a minor license for the 
existing Trego Hydroelectric Project 
located on the Namekagon River in the 
town of Trego, Washburn County. 
Wisconsin, and has prepared an 
Environmental Assessment (EA) for the 
project. In the EA, the Commission’s 
staff has analyzed the potential 
environmental impacts of the continued 
operation of the project and has 
concluded that approval of the 
application for new license, with 
appropriate enhancement measures, 
would not constitute a major federal 
action significantly affecting the quality 
of the human environment. 

Copies of the EA are available for 
review in the Public Reference Branch, 
room 3308, of the Commission’s of Bees 
at 941 North Capitol Street. NE., 
Washington, DC 20426. 

Lois D. Cashed. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92r-5874 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOC «717-01-U 


I Docket No. JD92-04384T Oklahoma-11) 

State of Oklahoma; NGPA Notice of 
Determination by Jurisdictional 
Agency Designating Tight Formation 

March 6.1992. 

Take notice that on March 4,1992. the 
Corporation Commission of the State of 
Oklahoma (Oklahoma) submitted the 
above-referenced notice of 
determination pursuant to § 271.703(c)(3) 
of the Commission's regulations, that the 
Medrano Formation underlying a 
portion of Grady County qualifies as a 
tight formation under section 107(b) of 
the Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978 
(NGPA). The designated area is 
described as sections 9,15,16, 21. 22, 23. 
26, 27, 28, 34. and 35 of Township 6 
North, Range 7 West. Grady County, 
Oklahoma. 

The notice of determination also 
contains Oklahoma’s findings that the 
referenced portion of the Medrano 
Formation meets the requirements of the 
Commission’s regulations set forth in 18 
CFR part 271. 

The application for determination is 
available for inspection, except for 
material which is confidential under 18 
CFR 275.206, at the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE., Washington. DC 
20426. Persons objecting to the 
determination may file a protest, in 
accordance with 18 CFR 275.203 and 


275.204, within 20 days after the date 
this notice is issued by the Commission. 
Lois D. Ca shell. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 92-5869 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-U 


I Docket No. JD92-04349T Texas-50) 

State of Texas; NGPA Notice of 
Determination by Jurisdictional 
Agency Designating Tight Formation 

March 6.1992. 

Take notice that on March 3.1992, the 
Railroad Commission of Texas (Texas) 
submitted the above-referenced notice 
of determination pursuant to 
§ 271.703(c)(3) of the Commission’s 
regulations, that portions of the Austin 
Chalk Formation in Polk County, Texas, 
qualify as a tight formation under 
section 107(b) of the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 1978 (NGPA). The area of 
application consists of the following 
surveys in Polk County. Texas: 

J.H. Beazley___*_ A-935 

j.T. Brackenridge.... A-811 

j.T. Brackenridge__ A-815 

Macedonia Carmona. A-18 

E.H. Chandler—. A-191 

S. Crissman... A-22 

Calvin Gage.. A-901 

S. Harrison.__ A-293 

Noah Hayman- A-781 

Houston Co. Sch. Land-... A-271 

George Jameson- A-41 

J. Poitevent. A-497 

j. Poitevent. A-498 

j. Poitevent. A-499 

S.S. Skaines... A-55U 

W.A. Stagner. A-736 

Bama Stanley___ A-1046 


The notice of determination also 
contains Texas’ findings that the 
referenced portions of the Austin Chalk 
Formation meet the requirements of the 
Commission’s regulations set forth in 18 
CFR part 271. 

The application for determination is 
available for inspection, except for 
material which is confidential under 18 
CFR 275.206, at the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. 825 North 
Capitol Street NE.. Washington, DC 
20426. Persons objecting to the 
determination may file a protest, in 
accordance with 18 CFR 275.203 and 
275.204. within 20 days after the date 
this notice is issued by the Commission. 
Lois D. Cashed, 

Secretary. 

|KR Doc. 92-5868 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 67Y7-01-M 
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(Docket No. CI89-302-004, et al.) 

Chevron U.S.A. Inc., et al.; Applications 
for Extension of Blanket Limited-Term 
Certificates With Pregranted 
Abandonment 1 

March 9.1992. 

Take notice that each Applicant listed 
on the Appendix hereto filed an 
application pursuant to sections 4 and 7 
of the Natural Gas Act and the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission’s 
(Commission) regulations thereunder for 
extension of its blanket limited-term 
certificate with pregranted 
abandonment authorizing sales for 
resale in interstate commerce previously 
issued by the Commission for a term 
expiring March 31,1992, all as more fully 
set forth in the applications which are 
on file with the Commission and open 
for public inspection. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
applications should on or before March 
20,1992, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 

DC 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 
385.211 and 385.214). Ail protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party in any proceeding herein 
must file a petition to intervene in 
accordance with the Commission's 
rules. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
to be represented at the hearing. 

Lois D. Cashell, 

Secretary . 

Appendix 


Docket No. 

Date 

tiled 

Applicant 

CI89-302-004. 

3-4-92 

Chevron U.S.A. Inc., 

P O. Box 3725. 
Houston. Texas 
77253-3725. 

009-479-005. 

3-4-92 

Western Gas 
Resources. Inc., 
suite 230. 12200 

N Pecos Street. 
Denver. Colorado 
80234. 


|FR Doc. 92-5873 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING COO€ 6717-01-M 


1 This notice does not provide for consolidation 
for hearing of the several matters covered herein. 


1 Docket No. TQ92-9-4-0001 

Granite State Gas Transmission, Inc.; 
Proposed Changes in Rates 

March 9.1992. 

Take notice that on March 5,1992, the 
Granite State Gas Transmission, Inc. 
(Granite State), 300 Fiberg Parkway, 
Westborough, Massachusetts 01581- 
5309 tendered for filing with the 
Commission Fourteenth Revised Sheet 
No. 21 in its FERC Gas Tariff, Second 
Revised Volume No. 1. containing 
proposed changes in rates for 
effectiveness on April 1 , 1992. 

According to Granite State, its filing is 
its regular quarterly purchased gas cost 
adjustment based on projected gas costs 
and sales for the second quarter of 1992. 
Granite State further states that the 
revised rates for sales services reflect 
substantial reductions in projected gas 
costs beginning April 1.1992. 

It is stated that the proposed rate 
changes are applicable to Granite 
State's jurisdictional sales services 
rendered to Bay State Gas Company 
and Northern Utilities. Inc. Granite State 
further states that copies of its filing 
were served upon its customers and the 
regulatory commissions of the States of 
Maine, Massachusetts and New 
Hampshire. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street. NE.. Washington, 
DC 20426 in accordance with rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedures (18 CFR 385.211 
and 385.214). All such motions or 
protests should be filed on or before 
March 16.1992. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to the proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file a 
motion to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s Rules. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 
Lois D. Cashell. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5870 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 ami 

BILUNG CODE 6717-01-M 


Application Filed With the Commission 

March 9. 1992. 

Take notice that the following 
hydroelectric application has been filed 
with the Federal Energy Regulatory 


Commission and is available for public 
inspection. 

a. Type of Application: Transfer of 
License. 

b. Project No.: 400-022. 

c. Date Filed: March 6,1992. 

d. Applicant: Colorado-Ute Electric 
Association, Inc. (Transferor) and Public 
Service Company of Colorado 
(Transferee). 

e. Name of Project: Tacoma-Ames 
Project. 

f. Location: On the Animas and San 
Miguel Rivers and their tributaries in La 
Plata, San Juan, and San Miguel 
Counties. Colorado. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act. 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r). 

h. Applicant Contact: Amy S. Koch, 
LeBoeuf, Lamb, Leiby & MacRae. 1875 
Connecticut Avenue. NW.. suite 1200. 
Washington. DC 20009. (202) 986-8000. 

i. FERC Contact: Michael Spencer at 
(202) 219-2846. 

j. Comment Date: March 25,1992. 

k. Description of the Project: 
Colorado-Ute Electric Association. Inc., 
proposes to transfer the license for the 
Tacoma-Ames Project to the Public 
Service Company of Colorado. The 
requested transfer is part of a larger 
transaction in which Public Service 
Company of Colorado and others are 
acquiring the assets of Colorado-Ute 
pursuant to a plan approved by the 
United States Bankruptcy Court for 
Colorado. The proposed transfer will not 
result in any changes to the existing 
development. The Transferor certifies 
that it has fully complied with the terms 
and conditions of the license. The 
Transferee accepts all the terms and 
conditions of the license and agrees to 
be bound thereby to the same extent as 
though it were the original licensee. 

l. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: B and C. 

B. Comments, Protests, or Motions to 
Intervene —Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, 18 CFR 385.210, 385.211, 
214. In determining the appropriate 
action to take, the Commission will 
consider all protests or other comments 
filed, but only those who file a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules may become a 
party to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or motions to intervene must 
be received on or before the specified 
comment date for the particular 
application. 

C. Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents —Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS.” 
“RECOMMENDATIONS FOR TERMS 
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AND CONDITIONS/* ‘‘COMPETING 
APPLICATIONS,” “PROTEST*’ or 
“MOTION TO INTERVENE,“ as 
applicable, and the project number of 
the particular application to which the 
filing is in response. Any of these 
documents must be filed by providing 
the original and the number of copies 
required by the Commission’s 
Regulations to: the Secretary. Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington. 
DC 20426. An additional copy must be 
sent to: Director, Division of Project 
Review, Office of Hydropower 
Licensing, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, room 1027-UPC. a? the 
above address. A copy of any notice of 
intent, competing application, or motion 
to intervene must also be served upon 
each representative of the applicant 
specified in the particular application. 
Lois D. Cashell, 

Secretary, 

I PR Doc. 92-5878 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 «m| 

BILLING COOC 6717-Ol-M 


Application Filed With the Commission 

March 9,1992. 

Take notice that the following 
hydroelectric application has been filed 
with the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. 

a. Type of Application: Transfer of 
License. 

b. Project No: 733-004 

c. Date Filed: March 6,1992. 

d. Applicant: Colorado-Ute Electric 
Association, Inc. (Transferor) and Public 
Service Company of Colorado 
(Transferee). 

e. Name of Project: Ouray Project. 

f. Location: On the Uncompahgre 
River in Ouray County. Colorado. 

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r). 

h. Applicant Contact: Amy S. Koch, 
LeBoeuf, Lamb, Leiby & MacRae. 1875 
Connecticut Avenue, NW.. suite 1200. 
Washington. DC 20009, (202) 986-8000. 

i. FERC Contact: Michael Spencer at 
(202) 219-2846. 

j. Comment Date: March 25.1992 

k. Description of the Project: 
Colorado-Ute Electric Association. Inc., 
proposes to transfer the license for the 
Ouray Project to the Puhlic Sen ice 
Company of Colorado. The requested 
transfer is part of a larger transaction in 
which Public Service Company of 
Colorado and others are acquiring the 
assets of Colorado-Ute pursuant to a 
plan approved by the United States 
Bankruptcy Court for Colorado. The 
proposed transfer will not result in any 
changes to the existing development. 


The Transferor certifies that it has fully 
complied with the terms and conditions 
of the license. The Transferee accepts 
all the terms and conditions of the 
license and agrees to be bound thereby 
to the same extent as though it were the 
original licensee. 

1. This notice also consists of the 
following standard paragraphs: B and C. 

B. Comments , Protests, or Motions to 
Intervene —Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the Rules of Practice 
and Procedure. 18 CFR 365.210, 385.211. 
214. In determining the appropriate 
action to take, the Commission will 
consider all protests or other comments 
filed, but only those who file a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules may become a 
party to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or motions to intervene must 
be received on or before the specified 
comment date for the particular 
application. 

C. Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents —Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS/* 
“RECOMMENDATIONS FOR TERMS 
AND CONDITIONS,” “COMPETING 
APPLICATIONS,” “PROTEST” OR 
“MOTION TO INTERVENE,” as 
applicable, and the project number of 
the particular application to which the 
filing is in response. Any of these 
documents must be filed by providing 
the original and the number of copies 
required by the Commission’s 
Regulations to: the Secretary. Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street. NE., Washington, 
DC 20426. An additional copy must be 
sent to: Director, Division of Project 
Review, Office of Hydropower 
Licensing, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, room 1027-UPC. at the 
above address. A copy of any notice of 
intent, competing application, or motion 
to intervene must also be served upon 
each representative of the applicant 
specified in the particular application. 
Lois D. Caahell, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 92-5879 Filed 3-12-92. 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOC C717-01-M 


l Docket No. TA92-2-5-000! 

Midwestern Gas Transmission Co.; 
Rate Filing Pursuant to Tariff Rate 
Adjustment Provisions 

March 6,1992. 

Take notice that on February 2& 1992, 
Midwestern Gas Transmission 
Company (Midwestern) filed the 
following revised tariff sheet to First 


Revised Volume No. 1 of its FERC Gas 
Tariff to be effective April 1.1992. 

Substitute Thirty-First Revised Sheet No. 5. 

Midwestern states that the purpose of 
this revision is to resubmit the change in 
rates on Midwestern's system through 
the annual Purchased Gas Adjustment 
(PGA) in response to the Commission's 
Order of February 6,1992, in Docket 
TA92-1-5. 

Midwestern states that the Current 
Purchased Gas Cost Rate Adjustments 
reflected on Substitute Thirty-First 
Revised Sheet No. 5 consist of $(.3095) 
per dekatherm adjustment to the gas 
rate, and a ($1.47) per dekatherm 
adjustment to the demand rate. 

Midwestern states that the revisions 
also reflect a $.0491 per dekatherm 
surcharge adjustment to the gas rates 
and a ($.01) per dekatherm surcharge 
adjustment to the demand rate for 
amortizing the Unrecovered Gas Cost 
Account. 

Midwestern states that all copies of 
the filing have been mailed to all of its 
jurisdictional customers and affected 
state regulatory commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest this filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street, NW., Washington, 
DC 20426, in accordance with rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission’s rules of 
practice and procedure. All such 
motions or protests should be filed on or 
before March 23,1992. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestanls parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must fife a motion to intervene. 

Copies of this filing are on file with 
the Commission and are available for 
public inspection. 

Lois D. Cashed. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 92-5865 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am| 

BILUNG COOC 6717-01-M 


I Docket No. RP92-139-000) 

Northern Border Pipeline Company; 
Request for a One-Time Waiver 

Mart:!* 6. 1992. 

Take notice that on March 3.1992. 
Northern Border Pipeline Company 
(Northern Border) tendered for filing a 
request for waiver of Subsection 6.83 of 
its General Terms and Conditions in its 
FERC Gas Tariff. Original Volume No. 1. 
pursuant to Rule 101 of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, 18 CFR 385.101(e). 
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Northern Border states that it bills its 
firm Shippers on the basis of semiannual 
estimates of its cost of service. Northern 
Border states that the monthly 
differences between the estimated and 
the actual cost of service are 
accumulated and adjusted on the 
Shipper’s bills in the next six month 
billing period. Northern Border states 
that the current accumulation period 
(October 1991-March 1992) shows an 
overpayment balance of $9.1 million as 
of January 31.1992; and this balance is 
expected to be over $10 million by the 
end of March. Northern Border believes 
it is appropriate to provide its customers 
with the benefit of these funds and 
requests a waiver of Subsection 6.83 of 
its Ceneral Terms and Conditions to 
lower the current accumulation period 
overpayment balance by making a one¬ 
time payment of $10.0 million to the firm 
Shippers. Northern Border further states 
that the retroactive adjustment of the 
firm Shipper’s overpayment balance 
would only effect the timing of the 
payments to firm Shippers and will not 
change interruptible rates or the cost of 
service calculation. 

Northern Border has requested 
approval of this waiver by March 25, 
1992. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington, 
DC 20426, in accordance with 18 CFR 
385.214 and 385.211 of the Commission’s 
Rules and Regulations. All such motions 
or protests should be filed on or before 
March 13,1992. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a motion to intervene. Copies 
of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection in the public reference room. 
Lois D. Cashell, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5864 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILUNG CODE 6717-01-11 


(Docket No. TM92-3-59-OGO) 

Northern Natural Gas Co.; Proposed 
Changes In FERC Gas Tariff 

March 9,1992. 

Take notice that Northern Natural 
Gas Company (Northern), on March 0, 
1992, tendered for filing changes in its 
FERC Gas Tariff, Third Revised Volume 
No. 1 (Volume No. 1 Tariff). 


On March 6.1992. Northern filed 
revised tariff sheet 1 Rev Twenty-Third 
Revised No. 4H to establish the 
February 1992 Index Price for 
determining the dollar/volume 
equivalent for any transportation 
imbalances that may exist on contracts 
between Northern and its Shippers. 

Northern states that copies of the 
Filing were served upon Northern’s 
jurisdictional sales customers and 
interested state commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington, 
DC, 20426, in accordance with §§ 385.44 
and 385.211 of the Commission’s Rules 
and Regulations. All such motions or 
protests should be filed on or before 
March 16,1992. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate proceeding, 
but will not serve to make protestants 
parties to the proceedings. Any person 
wishing to become a party must file a 
motion to intervene. 

Copies of this filing are on file with 
the Commission and are available for 
inspection. 

Lois D. Cashed, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 92-5871 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. RP91-208-005] 

Ozark Gas Transmission System; 
Proposed Change In FERC Gas Tariff 

March 6,1992. 

Take notice that Ozark Gas 
Transmission System (”Ozark“) on 
February 28.1992, submitted the 
following revised tariff sheets in its 
FERC Gas Tariff, First Revised Volume 
No. 1: 

Second Revised Sheet No. 4 
First Revised Sheet No. 126 

Ozark states that the purpose of this 
filing is to comply with the orders issued 
by the Commission in the referenced 
docket on September 0,1991, and 
December 6,1991. The proposed 
effective date is April 1.1992. Ozark 
states that copies of the filing were 
served upon its jurisdictional customers 
and all parties to this proceeding. 

Any person desiring to protest said 
filing should file a protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street, NE.. 
Washington. DC 20428, in accordance 
with rule 211 of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice and Procedure 18 CFR 
385.211. All such protests should be filed 


on or before March 13,1992. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Copies of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Lois D. Cashell. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 92-5866 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOE 6717-01-M 


I Docket Nos. TA91-1-41-004, RP88-227- 
031) 

Paiute Pipeline Co.; Compliance Filing 

March 9, 1992. 

Take notice that on February 28,1992, 
Paiute Pipeline Company (Paiute) 
submitted a compliance filing to the 
Commission with respect to Paiute’s 
clearance of its Account No. 191 balance 
following the implementation of full 
conversions by its sales customers to 
firm transportation service under a 
settlement approved by the Commission 
in Docket Nos. RP88-227, et al. 
(Settlement). Paiute states that its Filing 
is being submitted in compliance with 
an order issued by the Commission in 
Docket Nos. TA91-1-41-O02 and RP88- 
227-028 on January 21,1992, as well as 
the Commission’s orders approving the 
Settlement 

Paiute states that its compliance filing 
is the second filing that Paiute has 
submitted concerning the clearance of 
its Account No. 191 balance following 
the termination of Paiute’s sales service. 
On September 16,1991, Paiute submitted 
a filing in Docket No. RP88-227-028 
which addressed the treatment of 
Paiute’s Account No. 191 balance as of 
July 31.1991. In that filing, Paiute 
reported that it made a distribution on 
July 31,1991 to its four former sales 
customers of an estimated credit 
balance of $271,548, and also noted that 
it anticipated that it would be paying or 
receiving additional amounts 
attributable to its Account No. 191. 

Paiute states that the Commission’s 
January 21.1992 order addressed 
Paiute’s September 16,1991 compliance 
filing in Docket No. RP88-227-028 as 
well as a compliance filing submitted by 
Paiute on November 30,1990 in Paiute’s 
annual PGA proceeding in Docket No. 
TA91-1-41. Paiute further states that the 
Commission in such order directed 
Paiute to respond to certain matters 
discussed in the order and to file a 
revised report concerning its closeout of 
its Account No. 191. 
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Paiute indicates that in its instant 
compliance filing it has included 
responses to the specific matters raised 
by the Commission in its January 21. 
1992 order. Paiute also states that it has 
reflected in its filing additional amounts 
attributable to its preconversion sales 
service that have been billed or 
refunded to Paiute since its September 
16.1991 filing in Docket No. RP88-227- 
028, as well as certain corrections and 
adjustments to its purchased gas cost 
accounts that Paiute has recorded or 
discovered in reviewing such accounts 
since that prior filing. Paiute states that 
the entries, adjustments, and corrections 
to its Account No. 191 reflected in its 
filing result in an additional credit 
balance of $566,161 over that reflected in 
Paiute’s September 16,1991 filing, as of 
February 29,1992. Paiute states that it 
intends to make a distribution of this 
amount to its four former sales 
customers on February 29.1992, using 
the allocation procedure prescribed in 
the Settlement. 

Paiute requests that the Commission 
approve Paiute’s distribution of its 
Account No. 191 balance as proposed in 
its Filing, including approval of the level 
of the balance that Paiute will distribute 
on February 29,1992. Paiute also renews 
its request that the Commission approve 
Paiute’s July 31,1991 distribution of 
Account No. 191 amounts as discussed 
in its September 16,1991 filing in Docket 
No. RP88-227-028. 

Any person desiring to protest said 
Filing should file a protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street, NE., 
Washington. DC 20426, in accordance 
with Rule 211 of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure 18 CFR 
385.211. All such protests should be filed 
on or before March 16,1992. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Copies of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Lois D. Cashel), 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 92-5872 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-* 


(Docket Nos. RP89-141-007 and TM92-2-6- 
000 ] 

Sea Robin Pipeline Co; Proposed 
Changes in FERC Gas Tariff 

March 9.1992. 

Take notice that on February 28.1992. 
Sea Robin Pipeline Company (Sea 
Robin) tendered for filing the following 


tariff sheet a9 part of its FERC Gas 
Tariff. Original Volume No. 1. to become 
effective April 1.1992: 

Second Revised Sheet No. 4D 

Sea Robin states that the purpose of 
the proposed tariff filing is to make an 
annual reconciliation filing to adjust for 
interest payable annually on the 
transportation credit balance for certain 
non-cash consideration recovered by 
Sea Robin under take-or-pay settlement 
agreements. This interest has been 
allocated to United Gas Pipe Line 
Company and Southern Natural Gas 
Company by Sea Robin under its direct 
bill approved in these proceedings. 

Sea Robin states that copies of the 
filing are being served on all parties to 
the proceeding 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, NE.. Washington, 
DC 20426, in accordance with 18 CFR 
385.214 and 385.211 of the Commission ’9 
Rules and Regulations. All such motions 
or protests should be filed on or before 
March 16,1992. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a motion to intervene. Copies 
of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection in the public reference room. 
Lois D. Cashed, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5877 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILUNG COO€ 6717-01-* 


[Docket No. QF92-91-000] 

Tenaska Washington Partners LP.; 
Application for Commission 
Certification of Qualifying Status of a 
Cogeneration Facility 

March 9.1992. 

On March 3.1992, Tenaska 
Washington Partners LP. (Applicant), of 
407 North 117th Street, Omaha, 

Nebraska 68154, submitted for filing an 
application for certification of a facility 
as a qualifying cogeneration facility 
pursuant to § 292.207(b) of the 
Commission’s Regulations. No 
determination has been made that the 
submittal constitutes a complete filing. 

The topping-cycle cogeneration 
facility will be located at the BP Oil 
Company Refinery in Femdale, 
Washington, and will include two 
combustion turbines, a waste heat 
recovery steam generator, and an 


extraction/condensing steam turbine 
generator. Thermal energy recovered 
from the facility will be used by BP Oil 
Company for industrial processes. The 
maximum electric power production 
capacity of the facility will be 245 NW. 
The primary fuel will be natural gas. 
Construction of the facility will begin on 
or about April, 1992. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
objecting to the granting of qualifying 
status should file a motion to intervene 
or protest with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, DC 
20426, in accordance with rules 211 and 
214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure. All such 
motions or protests must be filed within 
30 days after the date of publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register and 
must be served on the applicant. 

Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party mu9t file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Lois D. Cashell, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5875 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 amj 

BILLING COOE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. TM92-3-29-000] 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corporation; Tariff Filing 

March 6,1992. 

Take notice Transcontinental Gas 
Pipe Line Corporation (Transco) 
tendered for filing on March 3,1992 
certain revised tariff sheets to Third 
Revised Volume No. 1 and Original 
Volume No. 2 of its FERC Gas Tariff, 
which tariff sheets are enumerated in 
Appendix A attached to the filing. The 
proposed effective date of the tariff 
sheets is April 1,1992. 

Transco states that the purpose of the 
instant filing is to revise the fuel 
retention percentages (FRPs) applicable 
to its transportation and storage rate 
schedules effective April 1,1992, 
pursuant to the provisions of Section 38 
of the General Terms and Conditions of 
its FERC Gas Tariff. Transco states that 
in calculating the revised fuel retention 
percentages. Transco reflected a net 
debit adjustment of approximately $13.9 
million in its Deferred GRO Account 
representing the estimated fuel refunds 
to be made in Docket Nos. CP88-391. et 
aJ. for the locked-in period April 10,1990 
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through July 31.1991. Transco states that 
the Commission’s order on rehearing 
issued December 17,1991 in Docket Nos. 
CP88-391-005, et aJ. granted Transco’s 
proposed clarification that it be allowed 
to take such fuel refunds into account in 
its next fuel tracker filing. 

Transco states that Appendices B and 
C attached to the filing are the 
workpapers supporting the calculation 
of the revised fuel retention percentages 
reflected on the tariff sheets included in 
the filing. 

Transco states that copies of the 
instant filing are being mailed to its 
customers, state commissions, and other 
interested parties. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street. NE., Washington. 
DC 20426, in accordance with 18 CFR 
385.214 and 385.211 of the Commission’s 
Rules and Regulations. All such motions 
or protests should be filed on or before 
March 13.1992. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a motion to intervene. Copies 
of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection in the public reference room. 
Lois D. Cashel!, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5883 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


I Docket Noe. TA90-1-29-006 and TA91-1- 
29-0021 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp.; 
Compliance Filing 

March 6.1992. 

Take notice that Transcontinental Gas 
Pipe Line Corporation (Transco) 
tendered for filing on February 28.1992 
written explanations and supporting 
information in compliance with the 
Commission s Order issued January 29. 
1992 in Docket Nos. TA90-1-29-002. 004. 
and 005 and TA91-1-29-000. 

Transco states that copies of the filing 
are being mailed to affected customers, 
interested State Commissions and 
parties to the aforementioned Docket 
Nos. In accordance with provisions of 
S 154.16 of the Commission's 
Regulations, copies of this filing are 
available for public inspection, during 
regular business hours, in a convenient 
form and place at Transco’s main offices 
at 2800 Post Oak Boulevard in Houston. 
Texas. 


Any person desiring to protest said 
filing should file a protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 
825 North Capitol Street. NW.. 
Washington. DC 20426, in accordance 
with Rule 211 of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure 18 CFR 
385.211. All such protests should be filed 
on or before March 13,1992. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Copies of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Lois D. Cashell, 

Secretary'. 

[FR Doc. 92-5867 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. RP89-48-016] 

Transwestern Pipeline Co.; 

Compliance Filing 

March 9.1992. 

Take notice that Transwestern 
Pipeline Company (“Transwestern”) on 
March 3.1992 tendered for filing as part 
of its FERC Gas Tariff. Second Revised 
Volume No. 1, the following tariff sheets: 

Effective April 1.1992 

6th Revised Sheet No. 4 
1st Revised Sheet No. 4A 
1st Revised Sheet No. 4B 
1st Revised Sheet No. 4C 
1st Revised Sheet No. 4D 
95th Revised Sheet No. 5 
59th Revised Sheet No. 8 
1st Revised Sheet No. 6B 
5th Revised Sheet No. BC 
5th Revised Sheet No. 24 
7th Revised Sheet No. 25 
5th Revised Sheet No. 28 
8th Revised Sheet No. 29 
1st Revised Sheet No. 29.1 
6th Revised Sheet No. 29A 
5th Revised Sheet No. 30j 
3rd Revised Sheet No. 31A 
10th Revised Sheet No. 32 
4th Revised Sheet No. 34D 
6th Revised Sheet No. 34E 
7th Revised Sheet No. 48 
2nd Revised Sheet No. 51A 
3rd Revised Sheet No. 52 
3rd Revised Sheet No. 53 
3rd Revised Sheet No. 54 
3rd Revised Sheet No. 55 
2nd Revised Sheet No. 57 
2nd Revised Sheet No. 58 
5th Revised Sheet No. 68A 
2nd Revised Sheet No. 68B 
1st Revised Sheet No. SOB 
8th Revised Sheet No. 81 
4th Revised Sheet No. 81A 
8th Revised Sheet No. 90A 
4th Revised Sheet No. 91 
2nd Revised Sheet No. 92C 
6th Revised Sheet No. 34C 
3rd Revised Sheet No. 129 


3rd Revised Sheet No. 140 
2nd Revised Sheet No. 141 
2nd Revised Sheet No. 143 
2nd Revised Sheet No. 144 
2nd Revised Sheet No. 92D 
2nd Revised Sheet No. 92E 
Original Sheet No. 93 
8th Revised Sheet No. 94-104 
6th Revised Sheet No. 128 

Transwestern states that the tariff 
sheets are being filed by Transwestern 
to implement, effective April 1.1992. the 
Stipulation and Agreement filed on June 
22,1990 in its rate proceeding at Docket 
No. RP89-48, et o/. # as modified by the 
Commission’s initial order and 
subsequent order approving the 
Stipulation and Agreement. 

Transwestern states that such 
implementation will result in a rate 
decrease for Transwestern’s customers. 

Transwestern states that it and the 
Supporting Parties to the Stipulation and 
Agreement (the Public Utilities 
Commission of the State of California, 
Southern California Gas Company, and 
Yates Petroleum Corporation) are 
concurrently notifying the Commission 
that they accept the modifications and 
conditions required in the orders issued 
by the Commission in Docket No. RP89- 
48. et ol. on March 20,1991 and August 
14, 1991 in accordance with Article IX 
(section B) and Article X (section B) of 
the Stipulation and Agreement. 

Transwestern requests waiver of any 
Commission Regulation and its tariff 
provisions as may be required to allow 
the tariff sheets referenced above to 
become effective on April 1,1992. 

Transwestern states that copies of the 
filing were served on its jurisdictional 
customers, interested state commissions, 
and all parties of record in this 
proceeding. 

Any person desiring to protest said 
filing should file a protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street, NE., 
Washington. DC 20426, in accordance 
with Rule 211 of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice and Procedure 16 CFR 
385.211. All such protests should be filed 
on or before March 16.1992. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Copies of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Lois D. Cashell. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5876 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 ami 

BILLING COOE 6717-01-M 
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I Docket Nos. RP92-122-000, RP81-85-000, 
RP92-123-000, RP92-124-000, RP92-126- 
000, RP87-15-000, RP89-160-000. RP92- 
125-000, RP92-127-000, RP92-128-000I 

Trunkline LNG Co.; Trunkline Gas 
Company, Panhandle Eastern Pipe 
Line Co.; Conference 

March 0* 1992. 

A conference in the above-captioned 
proceedings will convene on March 17, 
1992 at 9:30 a.m. The purpose of the 
conference is to enable the pipeline to 
explain the rate filings made in these 
proceedings on February 27,1992. to 
discuss with staff and interested parties 
information relevant to these filings, and 
to resolve at an early stage of the 
proceedings as many issues as possible. 
In addition, the conference is intended 
to provide an opportunity to explore 
settlement possibilities in Trunkline Gas 
Company’s proceedings in Docket Nos. 
RP87-15-000 and RP8&-160-000, and in 
Trunkline LNG Company’s proceeding 
in Docket No. RP81-85-000. In 
particular, the settlement discussions 
are intended to address any remaining 
issues in Docket No. RP81-85-000, all 
issues but rate design issues in Docket 
No. RP87-15-000, and the issues of 
Trunkline LNG minimum bill credits in 
Docket No. RP8£-160-000. The 
conference will be held in the 
Commission Meeting Room. 825 North 
Capitol Street. NE., Washington, DC 
20428. 

Lois D. Cashel!, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 92-5062 Filed 3-12-92: 3:45 am) 

BILLING COOE 6717-01-*! 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

( OPPTS-140177; FRL-4051-1) 

Access to Confidential Business 
Information by ICF International, 
Incorporated 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
action: Notice. 

summary: EPA has authorized its 
contractor. ICF International. 
Incorporated (ICF). of Fairfax. Virginia, 
and Washington, DC. for access to 
information which has been submitted 
to EPA under all sections of the Toxic 
Substances Control Act (TSCA). Some 
of the information may be claimed or 
determined to be confidential business 
information (CBI). 

dates: Access to the confidential data 
submitted to EPA will occur no sooner 
than March 27,1992. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

David Kling. Acting Director. TSCA 
Environmental Assistance Division (TS- 
799), Office of Pollution Prevention and 
Toxics, Environmental Protection 
Agency, rm. E-545, 401 M St.. SW M 
Washington, DC 20460, (202) 554-1404, 
TDD: (202) 554-0551. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
contract number 68-D8-O110, contractor 
ICF, of 9300 Lee Highway, Fairfax, VA. 
and 1850 K St., NW.. Suite 1000, 
Washington, DC, will assist the Office of 
Pollution Prevention and Toxics (OPPT) 
in performing economic and regulatory 
analyses of actual or potential EPA 
actions taken under TSCA. 

In accordance with 40 CFR 2.306(j), 
EPA has determined that under EPA 
contract number 68-D8-O110, ICF will 
require access to CBI submitted to EPA 
under all sections of TSCA to perform 
successfully the duties specified under 
the contract. ICF personnel will be given 
access to information submitted to EPA 
under all sections of TSCA. Some of the 
information may be claimed or 
determined to be CBI. 

In a previous notice published in the 
Federal Register of November 1,1991 (58 
FR 58216), ICF was authorized for 
access to CBI submitted to EPA under 
all sections of TSCA. EPA is issuing this 
notice to extend ICF’s access to TSCA 
CBI under a contract extension. 

EPA is issuing this notice to inform all 
submitters of information under all 
sections of TSCA that EPA may provide 
ICF access to these CBI materials on a 
need-to-know basis only. All access to 
TSCA CBI under this contract will take 
place at EPA Headquarters, and ICF’s 
Fairfax, VA and Washington, DC 
facilities only. 

ICF will be authorized access to 
TSCA CBI at its facilities under the EPA 
“Contractor Requirements for the 
Control and Security of TSCA 
Confidential Business Information” 
security manual. Before access to TSCA 
CBI is authorized at ICF’s sites, EPA will 
approve ICF’s security certification 
statements, perform the required 
inspection of its facilities, and ensure 
that the facilities are in compliance with 
the manual. Upon completing review of 
the CBI materials, ICF will return all 
transferred materials to EPA. 

Clearance for access to TSCA CBI 
under this contract may continue until 
September 30,1992. 

ICF personnel will be required to sign 
nondisclosure agreements and will be 
briefed on appropriate security 
procedures before they are permitted 
access to TSCA CBI. 


Dated: March 5.1992. 

George A. Bonina, 

Acting Director, Information Management 
Division, Office of Pollution Prevention and 
Toxics. 

[FR Doc. 92-5954 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILUNG COOE 6560-50-f 


tOPPTS-00118; FRL-4045-61 

Carpet Policy Dialogue; Receipt of 
Public Information Brochure 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

action: Notice of availability. 

summary: EPA ha9 received a brochure 
entitled “Indoor Air Quality and New 
Carpet - What You Should Know” from 
the Carpet Policy Dialogue. The 
brochure provides the general public 
with information about indoor air 
quality and new carpet. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Dave Kling, Acting Director, 
Environmental Assistance Division (TS- 
799), Office of Pollution Prevention and 
Toxics, U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, 401 M St., SW., Washington, DC 
20460. Telephone: (202) 554-1404, TDD: 
(202) 554-0557, or FAX (202) 554-5603 
(document requests only). For further 
information on the Carpet Policy 
Dialogue Project contact Richard W. 
Leukroth Jr., Carpet Policy Dialogue 
Coordinator, Telephone: (202) 260-1832. 
Copies of the brochure may be obtained 
from the Environmental Assistance 
Division at the address listed above. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Background 

The Carpet Policy Dialogue (August 
21,1990 to September 27,1991) was pari 
of the Agency’s response to a petition 
under section 21 of TSCA (55 FR 17404, 
April 24.1990; 55 FR 31640, August 3. 
1990; and 56 FR 67317, December 30, 
1991). EPA charged the Dialogue to work 
out details for voluntary product testing 
programs, examine process engineering 
aspects of carpet floor covering 
materials, and to provide the interested 
public with information about new 
carpet and total volatile organic 
compound (TVOCs) emissions. The 
objective of the Carpet Policy Dialogue 
was to take practical steps to help 
reduce the public's exposure to TVOCs 
that emit from new carpet floor covering 
materials including carpet, carpet 
cushion, and carpet installation 
adhesives. 
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II. Carpet Policy Dialogue - Public 
Information Brochure 

In conjunction with the public 
outreach activities of the Carpet Policy 
Dialogue, a public information brochure 
entitled “Indoor Air Quality and New 
Carpet - What You Should Know” was 
submitted to EPA. This brochure 
provides the interested public with 
information about TVOCs. new carpet 
floor covering materials, and indoor air 
quality. It lists steps the public can take 
to reduce exposure. The brochure also 
lists sources where the interested public 
can find additional information about 
this topic. 

Fifteen (15) organizations that 
participated in the Carpet Policy 
Dialogue are listed on the brochure to 
indicate that representatives from these 
organizations participated in the 
development of the brochure and 
worked cooperatively to address indoor 
air quality issues. These organizations 
include: the U.S. EPA (Office of 
Pollution Prevention and Toxics (OPPT). 
Office of Air and Radiation (OAR). 

Office of Research and Development 
(ORD)J. U.S. Consumer Product Safety 
Commission (CPSC). U.S. General 
Services Administration (GSA). 

National Institute of Standards and 
Technology (NIST). Adhesive and 
Sealants Council. Inc. (ASC). American 
Federation of State. County and 
Municipal Employees (AFSME). 
American Fiber Manufacturers 
Association (AFMA). American Lung 
Association (ALA). American Textile 
Manufacturers Institute (ATM!). Carpet 
Cushion Council (CCC). Carpet and Rug 
Institute (CRI). Floor Covering 
Adhesives Manufacturers Committee 
(FCAMC) of the National Association of 
Floor Covering Distributors (NAFCD). 
Floor Covering Installation Contractors 
Association (FC1CA). Georgia Tech 
Research Institute (GTRI). and Styrene 
Butadiene Latex Manufacturers Council 
(SBLMC). 

The brochure is a product of the 
Public Communications Subgroup of the 
Carpet Policy Dialogue. It was reviewed 
and approved for submission to EPA by 
the Carpet Policy Dialogue Plenary at a 
meeting held on September 27.1991. 

EPA submitted the brochure (EPA/ 
560/2-91-003] to the TSCA Carpet 
Emissions Administrative Record on 
March 12.1992. 

III. Administrative Record 

The Carpet Policy Dialogue: Public 
Information Brochure entitled: ’indoor 
Air Quality and New Carpet - What You 
Should Know” is available to the public 
in the Carpet Emissions Administrative 
Record. This Administrative Record is 


available for reviewing and copying in 
the TSCA Public Docket Office from 8 
a m. to noon and 1 p.m. to 4 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, excluding legal 
holidays. Tiie TSCA Public Docket 
Office is located at EPA Headquarters. 
Rm NE-G004. 401 M SL. SW.. 
Washington, DC 20460. 

Dated: March 4.1992. 

Mark A. Greenwood. 

Director. Office of Pollution Prevention and 
Toxics. 

(FR Doc.92-5819 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 ami 

BILLING CODE 6S60-50-F 


(ER-FRL-4114-71 

Environmental Impact Statements; 
Notice of Availability 

Responsible Agency: Office of Federal 
Activities. General Information (202) 
260-5073 or (202) 260-5075. 

Availability of Environmental Impact 
Statements Filed March 2,1992 Through 
March 6.1992 Pursuant to 40 CFR 1506.9. 
E1S No. 920067. Final EIS. SCS. WV. 
Lower Mud River Watershed 
Protection and Flood Plan. 
Implementation, Section 404 Permit. 
City of Milton Cabell. Lincoln and 
Putnam. Counties. WV, Due: April 13. 
1992, Contact: Rollin N. Swank (304) 
291-4151. 

EIS No. 920066, Draft EIS. SFW. NJ. 
Delaware River Watershed Basin. 
Introduction of an Anadromous 
Salmonid-Species, Implementation 
and Funding. Delaware River. NJ. Due: 
April 27.1992. Contact: Ronald Essig 
(617) 965-5100. 

EIS No. 920069. Draft Supplement. BLM. 
NV. Egan Resource Management Plan 
(RMP). Oil and Gas Leasing 
Amendment Implementation and 
Approval Ely District White Pine. 
Lincoln and Nye Counties, NV. Due: 
June 5.1992. Contact: Gene L Drais 
(702) 289-4865. 

EIS No. 920070. Draft EIS. IBR. CA. Los 
Vaqueros Water Supply Project. 
Implementation. Contra Costa Water 
District. Funding, section 404 and 
section 10 Permits. Contra Costa 
County. CA. Due: May 12,1992. 
Contact: Wayne Deason (303) 236- 
9336. 

EIS No. 920071, Draft EIS. COE NC. 
Hobucken Bridge Replacement. 
Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway 
Bridge (AIWW). Implementation. 
Pamlico County. NC. Due: April 27. 
1992. Contact: Coleman Long (919) 
251-4751. 

EIS No. 920072. Draft EIS. FAA. WA. 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport 
Improvement. South Aviation Support 


Area. Airport Layout Plan. Airport 
Master Plan. Funding, section 10 and 
404 Permits and NPDES Permit. Port of 
Seattle, King County, WA. Due: April 
27. 1992. Contact: Ms. Sarah Dalton 
(206) 227-2661. 

EIS No. 920073. Final EIS. COE CA. 
American River Watershed Flood 
Plain Protection Project, Construction. 
Operation and Maintenance, 
Implementation. Sacramento. Placer 
and Sutter Counties. CA. Due: April 
13.1992, Contact: Mike Welsh (916) 
557-6718. 

EIS No. 920074. Final EIS. UAF. CA. 
George Air Force Base (AFB) Disposal 
and Reuse. Implementation. San 
Bernardino. CA. Due: April 13,1992. 
Contact: Ltc. Thomas J. Bartol (714) 
382—4891. 

F.IS No. 920075, Final EIS. BOP. WV. 
Beckley Federal Correctional 
Institution. Construction and 
Operation. Raleigh County. WV, Due: 
April 13. 1992, Contact: Patricia Sledge 
(202) 514-6470. 

EIS No. 920076. Draft EIS. BLM. AZ. 
Sanchez Open Pit Heap Leach Copper 
Mine Project. Construction and 
Operation, Permits Approval. Gila 
Mountain. Graham County, AZ, Due: 
May 11,1992. Contact: Larry Thrasher 
(602) 428-4040. 

Dated: March 10,1992. 

Richard E. Sanderson. 

Director, Office of Federal Activities. 

[FR Doc. 92-5978 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am| 

BILUNG CODE 6560-5<MI 


(ER-FRL-4114-81 

Environmental Impact Statements and 
Regulations; Availability of EPA 
Comments 

Availability of EPA comments 
prepared February 24.1992 through 
February 28,1992 pursuant to the 
Environmental Review Process (ERP). 
under section 309 of the Clean Air Act 
and section 102(2)(c) of the National 
Environmental Policy Act as amended. 
Requests for copies of EPA comments 
can be directed to the Office of Federal 
Activities at (202) 260-5076. 

An explanation of the ratings assigned 
to draft environmental impact 
statements (EISs) was published in the 
Federal Register dated April 5,1991 (56 
FR 14096). 

Draft EISs 

ERP No. D-FHW-F40320-WI Rating 
EC2. US-53/Hastings Way Study 
Corridor Transportation Improvement. 
1-94 to U.S. 53/W1124 Interchange. 
Funding and Possible Section 404 
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Permit, Eau Claire and Chippewa Rivers. 
Eau Claire and Chippewa Counties. Wl. 

Summary 

EPA recommends alternative 2A as 
the environmentally preferrable build 
alternative and asks that the noise 
impacts be satisfactorily addressed. 

ERP No. D-FHW-K50007-CA Rating 
E02, Benicia-Martinez Bridge System 
Project. Construction/Reconstruction, 
Portions of 1-680,1-780 ad 1-80 
Corridors. Funding. U.S. CCD Bridge 
Permit and COE section 10 and 404 
Permits. Contra Costa and Solano 
Counties. CA. 

Summary 

EPA expressed environmental 
objections with the proposed project 
because conformity with the Clean Air 
Act was not shown, specifically whether 
the project would interfere with 
attainment and maintenance of Federal 
air quality standards and it is unknown 
whether the alternative eventually 
selected would be the least damaging 
practicable alternative under section 404 
of the Clean Water Act. The DEIS does 
not provide sufficient information on 
water quality impacts. 

ERP No. D-NOA-A91058-00 Rating 
EC2, Atlantic Ocean Sharks Fishery 
Management Plan (FMP), 

Implementation. Possible NPDES. COE 
and Coast Guard Permits. Exclusive 
Economic Zone (EEZ) the Gulf of 
Mexico. Atlantic Ocean and the 
Caribbean Sea. 

Summary 

EPA has concerns on (1J the shark 
finning process. (2) data collection 
process, (3) foreign fleet impacts, and (4) 
small coastal shark exploitation. EPA 
recommended clarity of certain aspects 
and the provision of additional 
information. 

ERP No. D-SFW-K90026-CA Rating 
EC2, Tijuana Estuary Tidal Restoration 
Project. Implementation, Tijuana River 
National Estuarine Research Reserve, 
section 10 and 404 Permits and Special 
Use Permit. San Diego County. CA. 

Summer}' 

EPA expressed environmental 
concerns regarding the discharge of 
dredged materials and potential impacts 
to water quality, wetlands and 
endangered species. EPA requested that 
additional documentation be presented 
concerning the results of a sediment 
analysis and the selected method of 
disposal, and that potential impacts to 
threatened and endangered species be 
assessed before moving ahead with the 
project. 


ERP No. DA-NPS-K61029-CA Rating 
EC2. Yosemite National Park. General 
Management Plan (GMP). 
Implementation. Concession Services 
Plan (CSP), Tuolumne, Mariposa and 
Madera Counties. CA. 

Summary 

EPA expressed environmental 
concerns regarding potential project 
impacts to air quality and water quality, 
and urged the National Park Service to 
implement various pollution prevention 
measures such as energy and water 
conservation and source reduction of 
hazardous materials. EPA stated that 
several actions affecting Yosemite 
should have been assessed in the EIS. 
including proposed Yosemite housing 
and changes to the park’s transportation 
system as well as the concession 
services plan. 

Other 

ERP No. RS-IBM-A99190-00 40 CFR- 
1500-1508—DOI Manual 516 DM 6, 
Appendix 6 Managing the NEPA Process 
for the Bureau of Mines. Revised 
Proposed Rulemaking (57 FR 3436). 

Summary 

EPA recommended that the proposed 
revisions reference relevant sections of 
the CEQ regulations, the DOI manual 
and Bureau NEPA guidelines to reflect 
consistency. EPA also recommended 
adding a section on environmental 
assessments. 

Dated: March 10.1992. 

Richard E. Sanderson. 

Director, Office of Federal Activities. 

(FR Doc. 92-5979 Filed 5-12-92; 8:45 am| 
BILLING CODE «540-5<Mtf 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Applications for Consolidated Hearing 

1. The Commission has before it the 
following mutually exclusive 
applications for a new FM station: 


Applicant, city and 
state 

File No. 

MM 

Docket 

No. 

A. Central Florida 

BPED- 

92-33 

Educational 
Foundation, Inc.; 
Union Park, FL 

881207MA 


B. Bible Broadcasting 

BPED- 


Network, Inc.; 
Conway. FL. 

890412MJ 


C. Palm Bay Pubic 

BPED- 


Radio, Inc.; Mims. 

FL 

891127M8 


D. Southwest Florida 

BPED- 


Community Radio, 
Inc.; Conway. FL 

891127MC 



Applicant, city and 
state 

File No 

MM 

Docket 

No 

E. Mims Community 

BPED- 


Radio. Inc; Oak 

HiM. FL 

891127MD 


f. Hispanic Broadcast 

BPED- 


System, Inc.; Lake 
Mary. FL 

891128ME 



2. Pursuant to section 309(e) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, the above applications have 
been designated for hearing in a 
consolidated proceeding upon the issues 
whose headings are set forth below. The 
text of each of these issues has been 
standardized and is set forth in its 
entirety under the corresponding 
headings at 51 FR 19347, May 29.1986. 
The letter shown before each applicant s 
name, above, is used below to signify 
whether the issue in question applies to 
that particular applicant 

Issue Heading and Applicants 

1. Environmental Impact A.B.CD.EJ*’ 

2. 307(^-Noncommercial Educational. 
A.B.C.D.E.F 

3. Contingent Comparative—Noncommercial 
Educational FM. AB.C.D.E.F 

4. Ultimate. A.B.C.D.E.F 

3. If there is any non-standardized 
issue(s) in this proceeding, the full text 
of the issue and the applicant(s) to 
which it applies are set forth in an 
Appendix to this Notice. A copy of the 
complete HDO in this proceeding is 
available for inspection and copying 
during normal business hours in the FCC 
Dockets Branch (room 230). 1919 M 
Street, NW., Washington, DC. The 
complete text may also be purchased 
from the Commission’s duplicating 
contractor, Downtown Copy Center, 
room 246.1919 M Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20554 (telephone (202b 
659-8657). 

VV. Jan Gay, 

Assistant Chief. Audio Services Division. 

Mass Media Bureau. 

JFR Doc. 92-5972 Filed 3-12-92:8:45 am| 

BILLING CODE •712-01-41 


FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Information Collection Submitted to 
OMB for Review 

agency: Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation. 

action: Notice of information collection 
submitted to OMB for review and 
approval under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980. 

summary: In accordance with 
requirements of the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980 (44 U.S.C. chapter 
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35). the FDIC hereby gives notice that it 
has submitted to the Office of 
Management and Budget a request for 
OMB review of the information 
collection system described below. 

Type of Review: Extension of the 
expiration date of a currently approved 
collection without any change in the 
substance or method of collection. 

Title: Application for assistance to 
operating insured banks and savings 
associations. 

Form Number: None (letter 
application). 

OMB Number 3064-0071. 

Expiration Date of OMB Clearance: 
May 31.1992. 

Respondents: Operating insured 
depository institutions in danger of 
failing and wishing to apply to the FDIC 
for financial assistance. 

Frequency of Response: On occasion. 

Number of Respondents: 100. 

Number of Responses per 
Respondent: 1. 

Total Annual Responses: 100. 

A verage Number of Hours per 
Response: 40. 

Total Annual Burden Hours: 4,000. 

OMB Reviewer: Gary Waxman, (202) 
395-7340, Office of Management and 
Budget. Paperwork Reduction Project 
3064-0071. Washington. DC 20503. 

FDIC Contact: Steven F. Hanft, (202) 
898-3907, Office of the Executive 
Secretary, room F-400, Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation, 550 17th Street 
NW., Washington, DC 20429. 

Comments: Comments on this 
collection of information are welcome 
and should be submitted by May 12, 
1992. 

addresses: A copy of the submission 
may be obtained by calling or writing 
the FDIC contact listed above. 
Comments regarding the submission 
should be addressed to both the OMB 
reviewer and the FDIC contact listed 
above. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

FDIC has statutory authority to provide 
financial assistance to an operating 
insured depository institution which is 
in danger of failing. The FDIC uses the 
information collected in letter 
applications to evaluate the factors 
required by statute before approving 
applications. 

Dated: March 9.1992. 

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 
Hoyle L. Robinson, 

Executive Secretary. 

IFR Doc. 92-5858 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 6714-01-M 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

Spain-ltaly/Puerto Rico Island Pool; 
Agreement(s) Filed 

The Federal Maritime Commission 
hereby gives notice of the filing of the 
following agreement(s) pursuant to 
section 5 of the Shipping Act of 1984. 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of each agreement at the 
Washington, DC Office of the Federal 
Maritime Commission, 1100 L Street, 
NW.. room 10325. Interested parties may 
submit comments on each agreement to 
the Secretary, Federal Maritime 
Commission. Washington, DC 20573, 
within 10 days after the date of the 
Federal Register in which this notice 
appears. The requirements for 
comments are found in § 572.603 of title 
46 of the Code of Federal Regulations. 
Interested persons should consult this 
section before communicating with the 
Commission regarding a pending 
agreement. 

Agreement No.: 212-011213-026. 

Title: Spain-ltaly/Puerto Rico Island 
Pool Agreement. 

Parties: 

Compania Trasatlantica Espanola. 

S.A. 

d’Amico Societa de Navigazione, 
S.p.A. 

Nordana Line A/S 

Sea-Land Service, Inc. 

Synopsis: The proposed amendment 
would delete d’Ainico Societa de 
Navigazione, S.p.A. as a party to the 
Agreement. 

Agreement No.: 217-011245-001. 

Title: Euro-Gulf International, Inc./ 
Tecomar, SJV. Space Charter 
Agreement. 

Parties: 

Tecomar. S.A. de C.V., 

Euro-Gulf International, Inc. 

Synopsis: The proposed amendment 
would expand the Agreement’s 
geographic scope to include 
Mediterranean service, as well as the 
port of Felixstowe, and deletes reference 
to foreign-to-foreign service. The parties 
have requested a shortened review 
period. 

Agreement No.: 217-011362-001. 

Title: Tecomar. S.A. de C.V./ 
Transportacion Maritima Mexicana. 

S.A. de C.V./Euro-Gulf International, 

Inc. Slot Charter Agreement. 

Parties: 

Tecomar, S.A. de C.V. 

Transportacion Maritima Mexicana, 
S.A. de C.V. 


Euro-Gulf International. Inc. 
Synopsis: The proposed amendment 
would expand the geographic scope to 
include service between U.S. Atlantic 
and Gulf ports and the Mediterranean. 
The parties have requested a shortened 
review period. 

Dated: March 10.1992. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission, 
foseph C. Polking, 

Secretary'. 

|FR Doc. 92-5927 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 


Agreement(s) Filed 

The Federal Maritime Commission 
hereby gives notice of the filing of the 
following agreement(s) pursuant to 
section 5 of the Shipping Act of 1984. 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of each agreement at the 
Washington. DC Office of the Federal 
Maritime Commission. 1100 L Street. 
NW.. room 10325. Interested parties may 
submit comments on each agreement to 
the Secretary, Federal Maritime 
Commission, Washington, DC 20573, 
within 10 days after the date of the 
Federal Register in which this notice 
appears. The requirements for 
comments are found in 5 572.603 of title 
46 of the Code of Federal Regulations. 
Interested persons should consult this 
section before communicating with the 
Commission regarding a pending 
agreement. 

Agreement No.: 224-010889-001. 

Title: Port of Galveston/Container 
Terminal of Galveston, Inc. Terminal 
Agreement. 

Parties: 

Board of Trustees of the Galveston 
Wharves 

Container Terminal of Galveston. Inc 

Synopsis: The proposed modification 
permits the parties to jointly purchase 
two container lift trucks to be used at 
the East End Container Terminal. 

Dated: March 9.1992. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Joseph C. Polking, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5850 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 6730-01-N 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 

Administration for Children and 
Families 

Federal Allotments to States for 
Developmental Disabilities. Basic 
Support, and Protection, and 
Advocacy Formula Grant Programs for 
Fiscal Year 1993 

agency: Administration on 
Developmental Disabilities. 
Administration for Children and 
Families. Department of Health and 
Human Services. 

action: Notification of fiscal year 1993 
federal allotments to States for 
developmental disabilities basic support 
and protection and advocacy formula 
grant program. 

summary: This notice sets forth the 
individual allotments to States for Fiscal 
year 1993. pursuant to section 125 of the 
Developmental Disabilities Assistance 
and Bill of Rights Act (Act). The 
allotments to the States published 
herein are based upon Fiscal Year 1992 
funding levels, and are contingent upon 
Congressional appropriations for Fiscal 
Year 1993. If Congress enacts and the 
President approves an amount different 
from the Fiscal Year 1992 funding levels, 
the allotments will be adjusted 
accordingly. 

effective DATE: October 1.1992. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Bettye J. Mobley, Office of Financial 
Management, Administration for 
Children and Families. Department of 
Health and Human Services, 370 
L’Enfant Promenade SW., Washington. 
DC 20447. telephone (202) 245-7220. 
SUPPLEMENTARY information: Section 
125(a)(2) of the Act requires that 
adjustments in the amounts of State 
allotments may be made not more often 
than annually and that States are to be 
notified not less than six (6) months 
before the beginning of any fiscal year 
of any adjustments to take effect in that 
fiscal year. 

The Administration on Developmental 
Disabilities has updated the data 
elements for issuance of Fiscal Year 
1993 allotments for the Developmental 
Disabilities formula grant programs. The 
data elements used in the update are: 

A. The number of beneficiaries in 
each State and Territory under the 
Childhood Disabilities Beneficiary 
Program, December 1990, are from Table 
5.J10 of the "Social Security Bulletin: 
Annual Statistical Supplemental 1991" 
issued by the Social Security 
Administration. U.S. Department of 
Health and Human Services. The 


numbers for the Northern Mariana 
Islands and the Trust Territories of the 
Pacific Islands, included under 'Abroad’ 
in the Table, were obtained from the 
Social Security Administration; 

B. State data on Average Per Capita 
Income. 1985-90, are from Table 1. page 
30 of the "Survey of Current Business," 
August 1991, issued by the Bureau of 
Economic Analysis. U.S. Department of 
Commerce; comparable data for the 
Territories also were obtained from that 
Bureau; and 

C. States and Territories total 
population are from the 1990 Census 
Population Counts. Data for the States 
were issued in the U.S. Department of 
Commerce. Bureau of the Census report 
entitled. "Census Population—Housing" 
(CPH-L-4, Summer 1991); and the 
Territories data were issued individually 
by "Census Bureau Press Releases" 
(CB91-142, CB91-242, CB91-243. CB91- 
244. CB91-263. and CB91-276. July. 1991). 
States’ data for the Working Populations 
(ages 18-64) are also based upon the 
1990 Census Population Counts. The 
Territories Working Populations were 
issued in the Bureau of Census report, 
"General Characteristics Report: 1980," 
which is the most recent data available 
from the Bureau. 


Estimated FY 1993 Allotment—Admin¬ 
istration on Developmental Dis¬ 
abilities 



Basic 

support 

Protection 

and 

advocacy 

TotaL... 

$67,706,000 

$22,500,000 

Alabama__ 

1.303.912 

401,558 

Alaska. _ 

420.475 

214.470 

Arizona. 

899.958 

274.948 

Arkansas.. 

750,222 

234,689 

California. 

5,886.526 

1.772.122 

Colorado. 

724.681 

233.188 

Connecticut. 

658.456 

221.549 

Delaware.... 

420.475 

214,470 

District of Columbia.. 

420.475 

214.470 

Florida___ 

2.889,863 

896.590 

Georgia. 

1.649.578 

515,908 

Hawaii.. 

420,475 

214,470 

Idaho- 

420.475 

214.470 

Illinois_..... 

2.606.817 

815,810 

Indiana____ 

1,450.509 

453.714 

Iowa _ ___ 

777,884 

243.511 

Kansas.. 

607.610 

214,470 

Kentucky__ 

1,220,709 

371.577 

Louisiana--- 

1.358.079 

424.947 

Maine. 

420,475 

214.470 

Maryland .... 

933,412 

291.535 

Massachusetts. 

1,276.054 

389.474 

Michigan- 

2.366.465 

740.846 

Minnesota... 

1.013,3 70 

316.925 

Mississippi. 

922,804 

287.401 

Missouri......... 

1.320.572 

413.173 

Montana- 

420.475 

214.470 

Nebraska- 

420.475 

214.470 

Nevada. 

420.475 

214.470 

New Hampshire. 

420.475 

214.470 

New Jersey.... 

1.496.621 

453.677 

New Mexico.. 

457.476 

214.470 

New York__ 

4.128.703 

1.238.661 


Estimated FY 1993 Allotment—Admin¬ 
istration on Developmental Dis 
abilities— j Continued 



Basic 

support 

Protection 

and 

advocacy 

North Carolina. 

1.907.534 

565.409 

North Dakota. 

420.475 

214.470 

Ohio. 

2.859.522 

894.966 

Oklahoma. 

888.472 

267.313 

Oregon. 

700.885 

225257 

Pennsylvania... 

3.105.377 

955.945 

Rhode Island.. 

420,475 

214.470 

South Carolina . 

1.033.691 

323.305 

South Dakota — .. 

420.475 

214.470 

Tennessee. 

1,422,509 

445.179 

Texas... 

4.269.179 

1.264.836 

Utah __ 

520,190 

214.470 

Vermont -- 

420.475 

214.470 

Virginia_ 

1.382.644 

432.540 

Washington... 

1,078,208 

327227 

West Virginia_: 

765.389 

241,219 

Wisconsin_ 

1293.864 

404.973 

Wyoming .... 

420.475 

220,750 

214.470 

American Samoa .. 

114,741 

Guam.. 

220.750 

114.741 

Puerto Rico. 

2.400.566 

725,863 

Trust Temtones. 

287.562 

114.741 

Virgin Islands. 

Northern Manana 

220,750 

114,741 

Islands_ 

220.750 

114,741 


Dated: March 9.1992. 

Deborah L. McFadden. 

Commissioner, Administration on 
Developmental Disabilities. 

[FR Doc. 92-5980 Fited 3-12-92; 8:45 am| 
BILUNG CODE 4130-01-*! 


Centers for Disease Control 

Advisory Council for the Elimination of 
Tuberculosis; Meeting 

In accordance with section 10(a)(2) of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(Pub. L. 92-463), the Centers for Disease 
Control (CDC) announces the following 
council meeting: 

Name : Advisory Council for the 
Elimination of Tuberculosis (ACET). 

Time and Date: 8 a.m.-5 p.m.. April 2-3, 
1992. 

Place: Holiday Inn Decatur Conference 
Plaza. Decatur Ballroom A 130 Clairemont 
Avenue, Decatur. Georgia 30030. 

Status : Open to the public, limited only by 
the space available. 

Purpose: This council advises and makes 
recommendations to the Secretary, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
the Assistant Secretary for Health, and the 
Director. CDC. regarding the elimination of 
tuberculosis. Specifically, the council makes 
recommendations regarding policies, 
strategies, objectives, and priorities; 
addresses the development and application 
of new technologies; and reviews the extent 
to which progress has been made toward 
eliminating tuberculosis. 

Matters to be Discussed: Council Progress 
Report: TB Laws/Regulations: and TB 
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Infrastructure. Agenda items are subject to 
change as priorities dictate. 

Contact Person for More Information: Dixie 
E. Snider, Jr.. M.D.. Director. Division of 
Tuberculosis Elimination, and Executive 
Secretary. ACET, National Center for 
Prevention Services. CDC, 1600 Clifton Road. 
NE.. Mailstop E-10. Atlanta. Georgia 30333, 
telephone 404/639-2501 or FTS 236-2501. 

Dated: March 9.1992. 

Eivin Hilyer, 

Associate Director for Policy Coordination . 
Centers for Disease Control. 

|FR Doc. 92-5903 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 amj 

BILLING CODE 4 ISO- 18-Id 


National Committee on Vital and 
Health Statistics (NCVHS) Executive 
Subcommittee; Meeting 

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463. the 
National Center for Health Statistics 
(NCHS), Centers for Disease Control, 
announces the following committee 
meeting: 

Name: NCVHS Executive Subcommittee. 
Time and Date: 8:30 a.m.-5 p.m.. April 7. 
1992. 

Place: Columbia Square Building. Seventh 
Floor, 555 Thirteenth Street. NW.. 
Washington, DC 20004-1109. 

Status: Open. 

Purpose: The purpose of this meeting is for 
the Executive Subcommittee to review the 
work plans of NCVHS and other 
subcommittees. The Executive Subcommittee 
will plan the June 2-4,1992, NCVHS meeting. 

Contact Person for More Information: 
Substantive program information as well as 
summaries of the meeting and a roster of 
committee members may be obtained from 
Gail F. Fisher. Ph.D.. Executive Secretary. 
NCVHS, NCHS, room 1100. Presidential 
Building. 6525 Belcrest Road. Hyattsville, 
Maryland 20782, telephone 301/436-7050 or 
FTS 436-7050. 

Dated: March 9.1992. 

Eivin Hilyer, 

Associate Director for Policy Coordination. 
Centers for Disease Control. 

|FR Doc. 92-5902 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am) 

BILUNG CODE 4160-tS-M 


Statement of Organization, Functions, 
and Delegations of Authority 

Part H. Chapter HC (Centers for 
Disease Control) of the Statement of 
Organization, Functions, and 
Delegations of Authority of the 
Department of Health and Human 
Services (45 FR 67772-67776. dated 
October 14,1980, and corrected at 45 FR 
69296, October 20,1980, as amended 
most recently at 57 FR 6329, dated 
February 24,1992) is amended to reflect 
the revision of the functional statement 
for the Office of the Director. Financial 


Management Office. Office of Program 
Support. 

Section HC-B, Organization and 
Functions, is hereby amended as 
follows: 

Delete in its entirety the functional 
statement for the Office of the Director 
(HCA531) and substitute the following: 

(1) Provides leadership and guidance 
in all areas of financial management; (2) 
serves as CDC witness in budget 
hearings before Committees of 
Congress. Office of Management and 
Budget, Department of Health and 
Human Services, and Public Health 
Service; (3) participates with top 
management in program planning and 
policy determinations, evaluations 
conferences, and decisions concerning 
financial resources; (4) provides a 
centralized source for current 
information on financial management 
legal and regulatory requirements 
govening the prevention and control of 
diseases; (5) advises the Director. CDC, 
concerning reprogramming of funds; (6) 
provides consultation and assistance in 
financial management to State and local 
health departments when requested by 
CDC officials. 

Dated: March 2.1992. 

William L. Roper, 

Director. Centers for Disease Control. 

[FR Doc. 92-5901 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4160-lt-M 


Food and Drug Administration 
(Docket No. 92N-0127] 

Drug Export; Anti-Human Globulin 
Reagent Anti-IgG (Rabbit) (Green) 
Ortho BioVue™ System 

agency: Food and Drug Administration, 
HHS. 

action: Notice. 

summary: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing 
that Ortho Diagnostic Systems, Inc., has 
filed an application requesting approval 
for the export of the biological product 
Anti-Human Globulin Reagent Anti-IgG 
(Rabbit) (Green) Ortho BioVue™ System 
to Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, 
Denmark, Federal Republic of Germany, 
Finland, France, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, 
Japan. Luxembourg, The Netherlands, 
New Zealand. Norway, Portugal. Spain, 
Sweden, Switzerland, and the United 
Kingdom. 

addresses: Relevant information on 
this application may be directed to the 
Dockets Management Branch (HFA- 
305), Food and Drug Administration, rm. 
1-23,12420 Parklawn Dr., Rockville, MD 
20857, and to the contact person 


identified below. Any future inquiries 
concerning the export of human 
biological products under the Drug 
Export Amendments Act of 1986 should 
also be directed to the contact person. 

FOR FUTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Boyd Fogle, Jr., Center for Biologies 
Evaluation And Research (HFB-120), 
Food and Drug Administration, 5600 
Fishers Lane. Rockville. MD 20857, 301- 
295-8191. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Drug 
Export Amendments Act of 1986 (Pub. L. 
99-660) (section 802 of the Federal Food. 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (the act) (21 
U.S.C. 382)) provides that FDA may 
approve applications for the export of 
biological products that are not 
currently approved in the United Slates. 
Section 802(b)(3)(B) of the act sets forth 
the requirements that must be met in an 
application for approval. Section 
802(b)(3)(C) of the act requires that the 
agency review the application within 30 
days of its filing to determine whether 
the requirements of section 802(b)(3)((B) 
have been satisfied. Section 802(b)(3)(A) 
of the act requires that the agency 
publish a notice in the Federal Register 
within 10 days of the filing of an 
application for export to facilitate public 
participation in its review of the 
application. To meet this requirement, 
the agency is providing notice that 
Ortho Diagnostic Systems, Inc., Route 
202, Raritan. NJ 08869, has filed an 
application requesting approval for the 
export of the biological product Anti- 
Human Globulin Reagent Anti-IgG 
(Rabbit) (Green) Ortho BioVue™ System 
to Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, 
Denmark. Federal Republic of Germany. 
Finland. France, Iceland, Ireland, Italy. 
Japan, Luxembourg, The Netherlands, 
New Zealand, Norway. Portugal, Spain, 
Sweden. Switzerland, and The United 
Kingdom. The Anti-Human Globulin 
Reagent Anti-IgG (Rabbit) (Green) Ortho 
BioVue™ System are qualitative 
antiglobulin tests that demonstrate the 
presence or absence of immunoglobulin 
on the surface of red blood cells. The 
application was received and filed in the 
Center for Biologies Evaluation and 
Research on February 26.1992, which 
shall be considered the filing date for 
purposes of the act. 

Interested persons may submit 
relevant information on the application 
to the Dockets Management Branch 
(address above) in two copies (except 
that individuals may submit single 
copies) and identified with the docket 
number found in brackets in the heading 
of this document. These submissions 
may be seen in the Dockets 
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Management Branch between 9 a.m. and 
4 p.m., Monday through Friday. 

The agency encourages any person 
who submits relevant information on the 
application to do so by March 23,1992, 
and to provide an additional copy of the 
submission directly to the contact 
person identified above, to facilitate 
consideration of the information during 
the 30-day review period. 

This notice is issued under the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 802 
(21 U.S.C. 382)) and under authority 
delegated to the Commissioner of Food 
and Drugs (21 CFR 5.10) and redelegated 
to the Center for Biologies Evaluation 
and Research (21 CFR 5.44). 

Dated: March 3.1992. 

Thomas S. Bozzo, 

Director, Office of Compliance, Center for 
Biologies Evaluation and Research. 

(FR Doc. 92-5982 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILLING COD€ 4160-01-M 


[Docket No. 92N-0126] 

Drug Export; Anti-Human Globulin 
Reagent (Rabbit and Murine 
Monoclonal) (Green) Anti-IGG, -C3D; 
Polyspecific, Ortho Biovue™ System 

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration, 
HHS. 

action: Notice. 

summary: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing 
that Ortho Diagnostic Systems, Inc., has 
filed an application requesting approval 
for the export of the biological product 
Anti-Human Clobulin (Rabbit and 
Murine Monoclonal) (Green) Anti-IgG, 

— C3d; polyspecific, Ortho BioVue™ 
System to Australia, Austria, Belgium, 
Canada, Denmark, Federal Republic of 
Germany, Finland, France, Iceland, 
Ireland, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, The 
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, 
Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, 
and The United Kingdom. 
addresses: Relevant information on 
this application may be directed to the 
Dockets Management Branch (HFA- 
305), Food and Drug Administration, rm. 
1-23,12420 Parklawn Dr., Rockville, MD 
20857, and to the contact person 
identified below. Any future inquiries 
concerning the export of human 
biological products under the Drug 
Export Amendments Act of 1988 should 
also be directed to the contact person. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Boyd Fogle, Jr., Center for Biologies 
Evaluation and Research (HFB-120), 
Food and Drug Administration, 5600 
Fishers Lane. Rockville, MD 20857, 301- 
295-8191. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Drug 
Export Amendments Act of 1986 (Pub. L. 
99-660) (section 802 of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (the act) (21 
U.S.C. 382)) provides that FDA may 
approve applications for the export of 
biological products that are not 
currently approved in the United States. 
Section 802(b)(3)(B) of the act sets forth 
the requirements that must be met in an 
application for approval. Section 
802(b)(3)(C) of the act requires that the 
agency review the application within 30 
days of its filing to determine whether 
the requirements of section 802(b)(3)(B) 
have been satisfied. Section 802(b)(3)(A) 
of the act required that the agency 
publish a notice in the Federal Register 
within 10 days of the filing of an 
application for export to facilitate public 
participation in its review of the 
application. To meet this requirement, 
the agency is providing notice that 
Ortho Diagnostic Systems, Inc., Route 
202, Raritan, NJ 08869, has filed an 
application requesting approval for the 
export of the biological product Anti- 
Human Globulin Reagent (Rabbit and 
Murine Monoclonal) (Green) Anti-IgG, 

—C3d; poly specific. Ortho BioVue™ 
System to Australia, Austria, Belgium, 
Canada, Denmark, Federal Republic of 
Germany, Finland, France, Iceland, 
Ireland, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, The 
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, 
Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, 
and The United Kingdom. The Anti- 
Human Globulin Reagent (Rabbit and 
Murine Monoclonal) (Green) Anti-IgG, 

— C3d; polyspecific, Ortho BioVue™ 
System is a glass bead column 
agglutination in vitro diagnostic test for 
detection of antibodies in human serum 
or for the detection of gamma globulin 
or beta globulin on the surface of red 
blood cells. The application was 
received and filed in the Center for 
Biologies Evaluation and Research on 
February 26,1992, which shall be 
considered the filing date for purposes 
of the act. 

Interested persons may submit 
relevant information on the application 
to the Dockets Management Branch 
(address above) in two copies (except 
that individuals may submit single 
copies) and identified with the docket 
number found in brackets in the heading 
of this document. These submissions 
may be seen in the Dockets 
Management Branch between 9 a.m. and 
4 p.m., Monday through Friday. 

The agency encourages any person 
who submits relevant information on the 
application to do so by March 23,1992, 
and to provide an additional copy of the 
submission directly to the contact 
person identified above, to facilitate 


consideration of the information during 
the 30-day review period. 

This notice is issued under the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 802 
(21 U.S.C. 382)) and under authority 
delegated to the Commissioner of Food 
and Drugs (21 CFR 5.10) and redelegated 
to the Center for Biologies Evaluation 
and Research (21 CFR 5.44). 

Dated: March 3.1992. 

Thomas S. Bozzo, 

Director, Office of Compliance, Center for 
Biologies Evaluation and Research. 

[FR Doc. 92-5983 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am| 

BILUNG CODE 4160-01-M 


Advisory Committees; Meetings 

agency: Food and Drug Administration. 
HHS. 

action: Notice. 

summary: This notice announces 
forthcoming meetings of public advisory 
committees of the Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA). This notice also 
summarizes the procedures for the 
meetings and methods by which 
interested persons may participate in 
open public hearings before FDA’s 
advisory committees. 

MEETINGS: The following advisory 
committee meetings are announced: 

Dermatologic Drugs Advisory 
Committee 

Date, lime, and place, April 9 and 10, 
1992, 8:30 a.m., Bethesda Holiday Inn, 
Versailles Ballrooms III and IV, 8120 
Wisconsin Ave., Bethesda, MD. 

Type of meeting and contact person. 
Open public hearing. April 9,1992, 8:30 
a.m. to 9 a.m., unless participation does 
not last that long; open committee 
discussion, 9 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.; open 
public hearing, April 10,1992, 8:30 a.m. 
to 9 a.m., unless public participation 
does not last that long; open committee 
discussion, 9 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.; Adele S. 
Seifried, Center for Drug Evaluation and 
Research (HFD-9), Food and Drug 
Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville. MD 20857, 301-443^1695. 

General function of the committee. 
The committee reviews and evaluates 
data on the safety and effectiveness of 
marketed and investigational human 
drugs for use in the treatment of 
dermatologic diseases. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. 
Interested persons may present data, 
information, or views, orally or in 
writing, on issues pending before the 
committee. Those desiring to make 
formal presentations should notify the 
contact person before April 1,1992, and 
submit a brief statement of the general 
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nature of the evidence or arguments 
they wish to present, the names and 
addresses of proposed participants, and 
an indication of the approximate time 
required to make their comments. 

Open committee discussion. On April 
9,1992. the committee will discuss: (1) 
General efficacy parameters relative to 
the assessment of repair of 
photodamaged skin, and (2) new drug 
application (NDA) 19-963 (tretinoin 
emollient cream 0.05 percent) for 
treatment of photodamaged skin. On 
April 10.1992, the committee will 
discuss continued over-the-counter 
(OTC) marketing availability of benzoyl 
peroxide for the treatment of acne while 
further testing of the ingredient s safety 
is being conducted. The committee will 
also consider the National Consumer 
League’s request for warning 
information in the labeling of these 
products. 

The committee’9 discussion and 
recommendation regarding benzoyF 
peroxide may be considered by the 
agency in its preparation of an 
amendment of the final monograph for 
OTC topical acne drug products. An 
amendment to the tentative final 
monograph for OTC topical acne drug 
products, in which benzoyl peroxide 
was reclassified from Category I 
(recognized as safe and effective) to 
Category III (more-data-needed). was 
published in the Federal Register of 
August 7.1991 (56 FR 37622). The final 
monograph for OTC topical acne drug 
products, covering till ingredients except 
benzoyl peroxide, was published in the 
Federal Register of August 16.1991 (56 
FR 41008). 

Science Advisory Board to the National 
Center for Toxicological Research 

Date, time, and place. April 13,1992,1 
p.m. and April 14,1992. 8:30 a.m.. Bldg. 
13, Conference Rm.. National Center for 
Toxicological Research. Jefferson, AR. 

Type of meeting and contact person. 
Open board discussion. April 13.1992,1 
p.m. to 4 p.m.; open public hearing, 4 
p.m. to 5 p.m.. unless public 
participation does not last that long: 
open board discussion. April 14,1992, 
8:30 a.m. to 12 noon: Ronald F. Coene. 
National Center for Toxicological 
Research {HFT-10}, Food and Drug 
Administration, 56i)Q Fishers Lane. 
Rockville. MD 20857, 301-443-3155. 

General function of the board. The 
board advises the Director, National 
Center for Toxicological Research, in 
establishing and implementing a 
research program that will assist the 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs in 
fulfilling his regulatory responsibilities. 
The board provides the extra-agency 
review in ensuring that research 


programs and methodology development 
at the National Center for Toxicological 
Research are scientifically sound and 
pertinent to environmental problems. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. 
Interested persons may present data, 
information, or views* orally or in 
writing, on issues pending before the 
board. Those desiring to make formal 
presentations should notify the contact 
person before April 8,1992, and submit 
a brief statement of the general nature 
of the evidence or arguments they wish 
to present, the names and addresses of 
proposed participants, and an indication 
of the approximate time required to 
make their comments. 

Open board discussion. The board 
will be presented with an overview of 
the 12 research programs of the National 
Center for Toxicological Research. The 
board will discuss the processes that 
will involve the board’s participation in 
an indepth and ongoing review of each 
of the 12 programs. 

Antiviral Drugs Ad\isory Committee 

Date, time, and place. April 20,1992, 
8:30 a.m., and April 21,1992, 7:30 a.m., 
Bethesda Ramada Inn, Embassy 
Ballrooms I. IT, and III, 8400 Wisconsin 
Ave., Bethesda, MD. 

Type of meeting and contact person. 
Open public hearing, April 20,1992,8:30 
a.m. to 9:30 a.m., unless public 
participation does not hast that long; 
open committee discussion. 9:30 a.m. to 
6 p.m.; open public hearing. April 21, 
1992, 7:30 a.m. to 8:30 a.m., unless public 
participation does not last that long; 
open committee discussion, 8:30 a.m. to 
3:30 p.m.; Lee L Zwanziger, Center for 
Drug Evaluation and Research (HFD-9), 
Food and Drug Administration, 5600 
Fishers Lane. Rockville, MD 20657, 301- 
443-4695. 

General function of the committee. 

The committee reviews and evaluates 
available data concerning the safety and 
effectiveness of marketed and 
investigational human drug products for 
use in the treatment of acquired 
immunodeficiency syndrome (AIDS), 
AIDS-related complex (ARC), and other 
viral, fungal, and mycobacterial 
infections. 

Agenda—Open public hearing. 
Interested persons may present data, 
information, or views orally or in 
writing, on issues pending before the 
committee. Those desiring to make 
formal presentations should notify the 
contact person before April 8,1992. and 
submit a brief statement of the general 
nature of the evidence or arguments 
they wish to present the names and 
addresses of proposed participants, and 
an indication of the approximate time 
required to make their comments. 


Open committee discussion. On April 
20.1992, the committee will discuss: |1) 
New drug application (NDA) 20-154 
(Videx, ddl (dideoxyinosine). Bristol- 
Myers Squibb Co.), (2) CD4 cell count as 
a surrogate marker in studies of drugs to 
treat human immunodeficiency virus 
infection, and (3) NDA 20-199 (ddC 
(dideaxycy Udine). Hoffmann LaRoche 
Co.) also for use to treat human 
immunodeficiency virus infection. On 
April 21,1992. the committee will 
continue discussion of NDA 20-199. 

FDA public advisory committee 
meetings may have as many as four 
separable portions: (1) An open public 
hearing, (2) an open committee 
discussion, (3) a closed presentation of 
data, and (4) a closed committee 
deliberation. Every advisory committee 
meeting shall have an open public 
hearing portion. Whether or not U also 
includes any of the other three portions 
will depend upon the specific meeting 
involved. There are no closed portions 
for the meetings announced in this 
notice. The dates and times reserved for 
the open portions of each committee 
meeting are listed above. 

The open public hearing portion ol 
each meeting shall be at least 1 hour 
long unless public participation does not 
last that long, ft is emphasized, however, 
that the 1 hour time limit for an open 
public hearing represents a minimum 
rather than a maximum time for public 
participation, and an open public 
hearing may last for whatever longer 
period the committee chairperson 
determines will facilitate the 
committee’s work. 

Public hearings are subject to FDA’s 
guideline (subpart C of 21 CFR part 10} 
concerning the policy and procedures 
for electronic media coverage of FDA’s 
public administrative proceedings, 
including hearings before public 
advisory committees under 21 CFR part 
14. Under 21 CFR 10.205, representatives 
of the electronic media may be 
permitted, subject to certain limitations, 
to videotape, film, or otherwise record 
FDA’9 public administrative 
proceedings, including presentations by 
participants. 

Meetings of advisory committees shall 
be conducted, insofar as is practical, in 
accordance with the agenda published 
in this Federal Register notice. Changes 
in the agenda will be announced at the 
beginning of the open portion of a 
meeting. 

Any interested person who wishes to 
be assured of the right to make an oral 
presentation at the open public hearing 
portion of a meeting shall inform the 
contact person listed above, either 
orally or in writing, prior to the meeting. 
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Any person attending the hearing who 
does not in advance of the meeting 
request an opportunity to speak will be 
allowed to make an oral presentation at 
the hearing’s conclusion, if time permits, 
at the chairperson's discretion. 

The agenda, the questions to be 
addresed by the committee, and a 
current list of committee members will 
be available at the meeting location on 
the day of the meeting. 

Transcripts of the open portion of the 
meeting will be available from the 
Freedom of Information Office (HFI-35), 
Food and Drug Administration, rm. 12A- 
16, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 
20857, approximately 15 working days 
after the meeting, at a cost of 10 cents 
per page. The transcript may be viewed 
at the Dockets Management Branch 
(UFA-305), Food and Drug 
Administration, rm. 1-23,12420 
Parklawn Dr., Rockville, MD 20857, 
approximately 15 working days after the 
meeting, between the hours of 9 a..m. 
and 4 p.m.. Monday through Friday. 
Summary minutes of the open portion of 
the meeting will be available from the 
Freedom of Information Office 
(address above) beginning 
approximately 90 days after the meeting. 

This notice is issued under section 
10(a)(1) and (2) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App. 2), and 
FDA's regulations (21 CFR part 14) on 
advisory committees. 

The Commissioner approves the 
scheduling of meetings at locations 
outside of the Washington, DC, area on 
the basis of the criteria of 21 CFR 14.22 
of FDA’s regulations relating to public 
advisory committees. 

Dated: March 9.1992. 

Michael R. Taylor, 

Deputy Commissioner for Policy. 

[FR Doc. 92-5904 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 41S0-01-M 


Consumer Participation; Open Meeting 

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
HHS. 

ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing the 
following district consumer exchange 
meeting: Cincinnati District Office, 
chaired by James Simmons. District 
Director. The topics to be discussed are 
regulations and labeling of dietary 
supplements and regulation of seafood. 

DATES: Thursday. March 26.1992.1 p.m. 
to 3 p.m. 


ADDRESSES: Jefferson County 
Cooperative Extension Service, 8012 
Vinecrest Ave., Suite 1. Louisville, KY 
40222-4890. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Ruth E. Weisheit, Public Affairs 
Specialist, Food and Drug 
Administration, P.O. Box 838, 3820 
Center Rd., Brunswick, OH 44212, 216- 
273-1038. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

purpose of this meeting is to encourage 
dialogue between consumers and FDA 
officials, to identify and set priorities for 
current and future health concerns, to 
enhance relationships between local 
consumers and FDA’s district offices, 
and to contribute to the agency's 
policymaking decisions on vital issues. 

Dated: March 9.1992. 

Michael R. Taylor, 

Deputy Commissioner for Policy. 

|FR Doc. 92-5900 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am) 

BILUNG CODE 4160-01-M 


[Docket No. 91N-0291] 

Order for Transitional Class III 
Devices; Submission of Safety and 
Effectiveness Information Under 
Section 520(1)(5)(A) of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act; 
Correction 

agency: Food and Drug Administration. 
HHS. 

action: Notice; correction. 

summary: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is correcting a 
notice that appeared in the Federal 
Register of November 14,1991 (56 FR 
57960), regarding the submission of 
safety and effectiveness information for 
class III devices. The document states 
that class III devices are required to 
have an approved premarket approval 
application (PMA) prior to distribution. 
The notice i9 being corrected to reflect 
that class III devices that are 
prepmendments devices (i.e., devices 
marketed before the enactment of the 
1976 amendments) and postamendments 
devices (i.e., devices that first were 
marketed on or after the enactment of 
the 1976 amendments) that have been 
found to be substantially equivalent to a 
class III preamendments device, may 
continue to be distributed prior to 
premarket approval until the deadline 
for submission of a PMA and, if a PMA 
is submitted and accepted for filing by 
FDA, during the pendency of the review 
period. (See 21 U.S.C. 351(f).) In addition 
to this correction, the notice corrects 
other editorial errors. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Joseph M. Sheehan, Center for Devices 
and Radiological Health (HFZ-84), Food 
and Drug Administration, 5600 Fishers 
Lane. Rockville, MD 20857, 301-443- 
4874. 

In FR Doc. 91-27426, appearing on 
page 57960 in the Federal Register of 
Thursday, November 14,1991, the 
following corrections are made: 

1. On page 57960, in the third column, 
the first complete sentence is corrected 
and a sentence is added to read “A 
class III device is required to have an 
approved premarket application prior to 
distribution, unless such device is a 
preamendments device (i.e., it was 
marketed before the enactment of the 
1976 amendments) that was classified 
by regulation into class III, or it is a 
postamendments device (i.e., a device 
that first was marketed on or after the 
enactment of the 1978 amendments) that 
has been found to be substantially 
equivalent to a class III preamendments 
device. These types of class III devices 
may continue to be distributed prior to 
premarket approval until the deadline 
for submission of a PMA and, if a PMA 
is submitted and accepted for filing by 
FDA. during the pendency of the review 
period. (See 21 U.S.C. 351(f).)”; and in 
the third complete paragraph, in line 2, 
“seven” is corrected to read “nine”. 

2. On page 57961, in the second 
column, in the first complete paragraph, 
in the last sentence, “device 
effectiveness” is corrected to read 
“device safety and effectiveness.” 

Dated: March 9.1992. 

Michael R. Taylor. 

Deputy Commissioner for Policy. 

[FR Doc. 92-5905 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOE 4160-O1-M 


Health Care Financing Administration 

Heating; Reconsideration of 
Disapproval of Connecticut State Plan 
Amendment (SPA) 

agency: Health Care Financing 
Administration. HHS. 
action: Notice of hearing. 

summary: This notice announces an 
administrative hearing on April 30,1992 
at 10 a.m. in room 1211,12th Floor 
Conference Room, J.F.K. Federal 
Building, Boston, Massachusetts to 
reconsider our decision to disapprove 
Connecticut SPA 89-52. 

CLOSING date: Request to participate in 
the hearing as a party must be received 
by the Docket Clerk by March 30,1992. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Docket Clerk, HCFA Hearing Staff. 1849 


















8882 


Federal Register / Vol. 57, No. 50 / Friday, March 13. 1992 / Notices 


Gwynn Oak Avenue. Meadowv.ood 
East Building. Groundffoor, Baltimore. 
Maryland 21207, Telephone: (410) 597- 
3013. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
notice announces an administrative 
hearing to reconsider our decision to 
disapprove Connecticut State plan 
amendment (SPA) number 89-52. 

Section 1116 of the Social Security Act 
(the Act) and 42 CFR part 430 establish 
Department procedures that provide an 
administrative hearing for 
reconsideration of a disapproval of a 
State plan or plan amendment. The 
Health care Financing Administration 
(HCFA) is required to publish a copy of 
the notice to a State Mtedicaid agency 
that informs the agency of the time and 
place of the hearing and the issues to be 
considered. If we subsequently notify 
the agency of additional issues that will 
be considered at the hearing, we will 
also publish that notice. 

Any individual or group that wants to 
participate in the hearing as a party 
must petition the Hearing Officer within 
15 days after publication of this notice, 
in accordance with the requirements 
contained at 42 CFR 430.76(b)(2). Any 
interested person or organization that 
wants to participate as amicus curiae 
must petition the Hearing Officer before 
the hearing begins in accordance with 
the requirements contained at 42 CFR 
430.76(c). 

If the hearing is later rescheduled, the 
Hearing Officer will notify all 
participants. 

Connecticut submitted SPA 89-52 on 
February 16,1989, to implement various 
resource and income policies that apply 
to individuals eligible for Medicaid in 
various eligibility groups. The State 
requested that these policies be 
protected under the moratorium 
provisions of the Deficit Reduction Act 
(DEFRA) of 1984. Additional information 
on SPA 89-52 was received from the 
State on September 5,1991. 

The issues in this matter are as 
follows: (1) Do the income methods 
which were denied protection under the 
DEFRA moratorium qualify for 
protection under that moratorium? (2) 

Do 42 CFR 430.20 and the relevant 
appropriations acts governing the 
Department of Health and Human 
services preclude approving the income 
methodologies contained in the 
amendment with a retroactive effective 
date earlier than the beginning of the 
calendar quarter in which the 
amendment was submitted? (3) Would 
the approval of the disapproved income 
methodologies violate section 1902(aU4) 
and (a)(19) of the Act insofar as the 
State has not provided assurances in the 


amendment that approval of these 
methodologies would not result in 
claims for Federal financial 
participation (FFP) which would exceed 
the limitations specified in section 
1903(f) of the Act? 

On December 4, 1991. HCFA 
disapproved portions of SPA 89-52. 
HCFA provided the following reasons 
for the disapproval: The more liberal 
treatment ol income specified in the 
amendment violated 42 CFR 430.20 and 
the Department’s appropriations acts 
which limit retroactive approval of 
expansions of eligibility to the beginning 
of the quarter in which the amendment 
was submitted. In addition, those more 
liberal income methods included in the 
amendment violated the requirements of 
section 1903(f) of the Act because the 
State's income levels for the affected 
groups are already at the maximum 
permitted for purposes of FFP. 
Accordingly. HCFA concluded these 
income methods were disapprnvable 
under sections 1902 (a)(4) and (a)(19) of 
the Act. 

Although the plan amendment was 
disapproved, HCFA granted protection 
under the DEFRA moratorium for 
certain policies contained in its 
amendment but denied moratorium 
protection for other policies. By letter 
dated February 5,1992, the State of 
Connecticut Department of Income 
Maintenance requested reconsideration 
of the disapproval of those income 
methodologies which were not granted 
moratorium protection because they 
may violate the FFP limits in section 
1903 of the Act. 

Under the DEFRA moratorium the 
Secretary is prohibited from taking 
certain adverse actions against States 
for using more liberal income and 
resource methods than those of the cash 
assistance programs (Aid to Families 
with Dependent Children and 
Supplemental Security Income) for 
determinations of eligibility for the 
medically needy and limited 
categorically needy groups (section 
2373(c) of the DEFRA of 1984). The 
moratorium covers the period of 
October 1,1981 through February 17, 
1989. It is HCFA’s position that the 
adverse actions which the Secretary is 
prohibited from taking do not include 
disapproving SPAs. 

Thus. HCFA disapproved SPAs for 
which the State sought protection under 
the DEFRA moratorium, if those 
amendments violated the requirements 
of Title XIX of the Act which were in 
effect during the moratorium period. 
However, if the amendment satisfied the 
criteria of the moratorium and did not 
violate other provisions of the Medicaid 
statute for which the moratorium did not 


afford protection, HCFA would advise 
the State that the policies in the 
amendment qualified for moratorium 
protection. The Department would not 
take any adverse actions against a State 
resulting from policies which were 
protected under the moratorium. 

SPA 89-52 sought DEFRA moratorium 
protection for three income policies, 
which it applied to the following groups: 
Individuals eligible under sections 
1902(a)f 10)(A)(ii)(IV), (V). (VII and 
1902(a)(10)(C)(i)(HI). The policies for 
which protection was sought were as 
follows. 

• Income-in-Kind— Income-in-kind is 
excluded from consideration as income 
except when provided through General 
Assistance or For the performance of 
services. 

• Irregular Income —Gifts received 
too irregularly or infrequently to be 
counted, but not more than $39 per 
calendar quarter, are excluded. 

• Inaccessible Income —Inaccessible 
income is money which an assistance 
unit member is due, but neither receives 
nor benefits from due to circumstances 
beyond his or her control. Any income 
which meets the definition of 
inaccessible income is not counted. 

SPA 89-52 sought DEFRA moratorium 
protection for three additional income 
policies, but limits application to the 
following groups: Individuals eligible 
under sections 1902(a)fl9)f A)fii)flV) and 
1902(a)(10HC)(i)(IU) (medically needy 
aged, blind and disabled only). The 
policies for which protection was sought 
were as follows: 

• Earned Income Disregard —$85 per 
month plus V 2 of the remainder is 
disregarded from the earning of 
applicants or recipients of assistance to 
the blind. 

• Deeming Methodology —The 
assistance unit’s needs include the 
needs of the spouse of the unit member 
when they are living together in the 
community. Spouses living together in 
the community who are both recipients 
of, or eligible applicants for Medicaid 
are each entitled to the appropriate 
earned and unearned income disregards 
when determining eligibility. 

• Unearned Income Disregards —An 
unearned income disregard, based upon 
the individual’s living arrangement, is 
deducted from the unit memher’s total 
gross income. 

While the last three policies are more 
liberal than the cash assistance policies, 
they are not more liberal than policies 
already in the approved State plan for 
individuals eligible under a State 
supplementary payment (section 
1902(a)(10)(ii)(IV)). However, the use of 
policies identical to approved policies 
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does not violate the requirements of the 
DEFRA moratorium. 

Because the income standards for the 
groups to which these more liberal 
policies were to apply were already at 
the maximum level permitted by section 
1903(f) of the Act, all of the policies 
cited above have the potential for 
violating the FFP limits set forth in 
section 1903(f) of the Act. Therefore. 
HCFA disapproved these income 
policies as violating the requirements of 
title XIX of the Act during the period 
covered by the DEFRA moratorium. 
Further, we did not grant DEFRA 
moratorium protection for those policies 
because they may violate the FFP limits 
at section 1903(f). 

The notice to Connecticut announcing 
an administrative hearing to reconsider 
the disapproval of its SPA reads as 
follows: 

Ms. Audrey Rowe. 

Commissioner. 

Department of Income Maintenance. 110 

Bartholomew Avenue. Hartford. 

Connecticut 06106. 

Dear Ms. Rowe: I am responding to your 
request for reconsideration of the decision to 
disapprove Connecticut State Plan 
Amendment (SPA) 89-52. 

Connecticut submitted SPA 89-52 on 
February 16,1989, to implement various 
resource and income policies that apply to 
individ- ats eligible for Medicaid in various 
eligibility groups. The State requested that 
these policies be protected under the 
moratorium provisions of the Deficit 
Reduction Act (DEFRA) of 1984. Additional 
information on SPA 89-52 was received from 
the State on September 5,1991. 

The issues in this matter are as follows: (1) 
Do the income methods which were denied 
protection under the DEFRA moratorium 
qualify for protection under that moratorium? 
(2) Do 42 CFR 430.20 and the relevant 
appropriations acts governing the 
Department of Health and Human Services 
preclude approving the income methodologies 
contained in the amendment with a 
retroactive effective date earlier than the 
beginning of the calendar quarter in which 
the amendment was submitted? (3) Would the 
approval of the disapproved income 
methodologies violate section 1902(a)l4) and 
(a)(19) of the Act insofar as the State has not 
provided assurances in the amendment that 
approval of these methodologies would not 
result in claims for Federal financial 
participation which would exceed the 
limitations specified in section 1903(f) of the 
Act? 

I am scheduling a hearing on your request 
for reconsideration to he held on April 30. 

1992 at 10 aon. in room 1211.12th Floor 
Conference Room. J.F.K. Federal Building. 
Boston. Massachusetts. If this date is not 
acceptable, we would be glad to set another 
date that is mutually agreeable to the parties. 
The hearing will be governed by the 
procedures prescribed at 42 CFR part 430. 

t am designating Mr. Stanley Katz as the 
presiding officer. If these arrangements 


present any problems, please contact the 
Docket Clerk. In order to facilitate any 
communication which may be necessary 
between the parties to the hearing, please 
notify the Docket Clerk of the names of the 
individuate who will represent the State at 
the hearing. The Docket Clerk can tie reached 
at (410) 597-3013. 

Sincerely. 

Gail R. Wilensky. 

Administrator. 

(Section 1116 of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. section 1316); 42 CFR 430.18) 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 13.714, Medicaid Assistance 
Program) 

Dated. March 6 . 1992. 

Gail R. Wilensky, 

Administrator. Health Care Financing 
Administration. 

(FR Doc. 92-5857 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 amj 

BILLING CODE 41JO-03-M 


Health Resources and Services 
Administration 

Availability of Funds for Community 
and Migrant Health Center Activities, 
for the Provision of Technical and 
Non-Technlca! and Non-Financial 
Assistance to Community and Migrant 
Health Centers, and for Cooperative 
Agreements of Support Community 
and Migrant Health Centers 

agency: Health Resources and Services 

Administration. HHS. 

action: Notice of availability of funds. 

summary: The Health Resources and 
Services Administration announces that 
for fiscal year (FY) 1992 approximately 
$588.8 million will be available for 
grants for Community and Migrant 
Health Center (C/MHC) activities, 
cooperative agreements to support C/ 
MHCa and other community-based 
providers of primary care, and awards 
for the provision of technical and other 
non-financial assistance to C/MHCs. 

C/MHC grants will include both new 
and continuing awards. This 
announcement is made to assure that 
continuation grants can be awarded in a 
timely fashion consistent with the needs 
of the program as well as to provide for 
distribution of funds throughout the 
fiscal year. A subsequent notice will be 
issued in the Federal Register to 
announce the availability of funds for 
C/MHC new starts and expansion 
grants. 

The PHS is committed to achieving 
the health promotion and disease 
prevention objectives of Healthy People 
2000. a PHS led national activity for 
setting priority areas. The health center 
program directly addresses the Healthy 
People 2000 objectives by improving 


access to preventive and primary care 
services for underserved populations, 
especially minority and other 
disadvantaged populations. Potential 
applicants may obtain a copy of I lealthy 
People 2000 (Full Report; Stock No. 017- 
001-00474-01) or Healthy People 2000 
(Summary Report; Stock No. 017-001- 
00473-01) through the Superintendent of 
Documents. Government Printing Office. 
Washington, DC 20402-9325 (Telephone 
202-783-3238). 

1. Community and Migrant Health 
Center Activities 

Grant Amounts: Approximately $479 
million in discretionary grants for 
continuation of CHC activities (i.e., 
approximately $446 million for general 
primary care services delivery and $33 
million for Comprehensive Perinatal 
Care Program (CPCP) activities) and 
approximately S51 million in 
discretionary grants for continuation of 
MHC activities (i.e., approximately $49 
million for general primary care services 
delivery and $2 million for CPCP 
activities) will be available under 
sections 330 and 329 of the Public Health 
Service (PHS) Act (42 U.S.C. 254c and 
254b, respectively). 

Number of Awards: A total of 450 C / 
MHC grants will be made available 
under sections 330 and 329. of which 
approximately 200 ($190 million) will be 
for competing continuation grants and 
approximately 340 ($340 million) will be 
for noncompeting continuation grants. 
Approximately 305 of these grants will 
include CPCP activities and all will 
range from approximately $200,000 to 
approximately $2 million for general 
primary care services delivery (C/ 
MHCs) under the sections 329 and 330 
authorities. Awards will be made for a 
one year budget period. Project periods 
will be for up to three years. 

A. General Care Services Delivery 

Eligible Applicants: Sections 329 and 
330 grants for general primary care 
services delivery include both new and 
continuing awards. Eligible applicants 
for sections 329 and 330 awards to 
continue to provide health services in 
medically underserved areas are health 
centers currently funded under sections 
329 and 330. A notice will be published 
in the near future announcing the 
availability of approximately $30 million 
in grants for new starts and to expand 
existing C/MHC programs in new areas. 

Review Criteria: When determining 
whether Federal support will be made 
available for continuing awards, the 
Department will review C/Ml ICs for 
compliance with standard criteria 
stipulated in the program regulations (42 
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CFR part 51c for CHC and part 56 for 
MHC activities) and use of previously 
awarded sections 330 and 329 funds. 

This year’s reviews will continue to 
emphasize need and community impact, 
health services, management and 
finance, and governance. Specifically, 
applications will be evaluated based on: 
(1) The demonstrated need for services 
based on geographic, demographic, and 
economic factors, resources in the area, 
and health status: (2) the capacity to 
provide primary health services as 
appropriate to meet the needs of the 
community, as evidenced by such 
attributes as an adequate medical 
provider staff (e.g., in number, specialty 
mix, and qualifications), critical linkages 
to other relevant entities (e.g., State or 
local health departments, health 
professions training programs), and 
coordination with other levels of care; 

(3) appropriate leadership, management 
structures and financial systems to 
enable delivery of health services 
efficiently and effectively; (4) 
appropriateness of governing board 
composition, committee structure, and 
performance to enable the board to 
function fully and effectively in its 
fiduciary role; and. (5) the degree to 
which the applicant intends to integrate 
services supported by a grant with other 
health services provided under other 
Federally assisted health services or 
reimbursement programs. 

Approximately $15 million is 
available to support improvement 
activities that go beyond the current 
level. These requests will be held for 
review during the fourth quarter of the 
fiscal year and awards will be made by 
September 30,1992. Emphasis for 
improvement activities will be on 
retention and recruitment of primary 
care providers; correction of cited fire 
and life safety code violations involving 
imminent danger to patients and staff 
and that requires less than $100,000 in 
additional Federal funds; and. provision 
of translation and culturally sensitive 
services to people of limited English- 
speaking ability as authorized under the 
Disadvantaged Minority Health 
Improvement Act of 1990 (Pub. L 101- 
527), specifically section 9 of the Act 
which amended section 330. 

One to two million dollars will also be 
awarded for improvement activities that 
either establish or expand linkages 
between C/MHC and graduate or 
undergraduate education programs for 
primary care physicians. These linkages 
must strengthen community based 
primary care to the underserved, 
reinforce the program expectations of 
the Section 329/330 program, and 
contribute both to the recruitment and 


retention of C/MHC clinicians and the 
quality of care. 

Within the $15 million estimated for 
improvements, it is anticipated that 
approximately $3 to $5 million will be 
available to support applications for 
major capital improvement, i.e.. requests 
for PHS support in excess of $100,000. 
Eligible applicants are existing C/ 

MHCs. In order to be considered for 
funding, these applications will be due 
on May 1.1992. The preference for 
funding is proposals to correct existing 
fire and life safety code violations for 
which the grantee has been officially 
cited, and for which the total amount of 
C/MHC funds requested exceeds 
$ 100 , 000 . 

B. Comprehensive Perinatal Care 
Program 

Eligible Applicants: All CPCP awards 
are expected to be made to current 
recipients of CPCP funding which are 
performing satisfactorily. 

Review Criteria: Funding 
determinations regarding current CPCP 
activities will depend on: (1) The extent 
to which the center has documented the 
need for prenatal, neonatal, and infant 
care of residents of its community; (2) 
the adequacy and feasibility of the new 
or expanded efforts proposed to meet 
the needs of the population and to 
improve pregnancy outcomes by 
reducing the incidence of infant 
mortality and morbidity and reducing 
low birth weight; (3) the adequacy of the 
center’s plan to evaluate the results of 
the activity in terms of improved health 
status; and. (4) the appropriateness of 
the proposed budget. Perinatal care 
funds are distributed after consideration 
of infant mortality rates (IMR), which 
may be adjusted to apply to a particular 
area or population. Highest priority is 
given to centers in areas with an IMR 
greater than the national average which 
have demonstrated success in enrolling 
pregnant women into early prenatal care 
and have systems in place to ensure the 
appropriate number of visits and 
postpartum follow-up in a cost-effective 
way. However, some funds may be 
targeted to C/MHCs in areas with a 
relatively lower adjusted IMR that serve 
unusually high risk subpopulations that 
have increasing infant death rates. In 
addition, funds may be targeted to C/ 
MHCs that enroll high risk pregnant 
women from special populations (such 
as homeless, HIV-infected, or substance 
abusers) into prenatal care. 

Priority is given to applicants with the 
ability to: (1) Integrate a case 
management approach to perinatal and 
infant care into their overall care 
delivery program; (2) demonstrate strong 
linkages with State and local health 


departments and targeted programs 
such as the Healthy Start program; (3) 
document the results of the 
comprehensive perinatal care activity in 
terms of improved health status of the 
target population; and/or, (4) provide 
arrangements in which multiple services 
(e.g., clinical, financial, nutritional, 
social and/or eligibility services) are 
offered in one location. 

2. Cooperative Agreements 

Grant Amounts: Approximately $4.6 
million under section 333(d) of the PHS 
Act will be made available to support 
cooperative agreements with qualified 
statewide organizations and 
approximately $700,000 will be made 
available for awards to national 
organizations to provide assistance in 
the development and coordination of 
primary health care services in needy 
areas. 

Number of Awards: Up to 53 
statewide cooperative agreements, the 
majority of which will provide 
approximately $100,000, and 4 national 
cooperative agreements ranging from 
$125,000 to $200,000 will be made under 
the section 333(d) authority. Awards will 
be made for a one year budget period. 
Project periods will be for up to three 
years. 

Eligible Applicants: Section 333(d) 
awards are anticipated to be awarded 
primarily to continuation grantees, but 
may include up to 6 States for new 
cooperative agreement funding. An 
applicant for section 333(d) funds must 
be an agency of State government; a 
statewide public or private nonprofit 
entity that operates solely within one 
state; or. a national organization that 
represents State, local or community- 
based health constituencies, and that 
satisfies the Secretary that it is able to 
meet program requirements. 

Review Criteria: Applications for 
statewide cooperative agreements under 
section 333(d) will be evaluated 
according to their ability to perform 
State-specific activities in five program 
areas: (1) Primary care access; (2) 
recruitment and retention of 
professional staff and clinical 
effectiveness; (3) health care financing; 
(4) maternal and child health; and, (5) 
other special populations. Appropriate 
activities for cooperative agreements 
include, but are not limited to: 
identifying health professional shortage 
areas and determining the need for 
National Health Service Corps (NHSC) 
and other primary care providers; 
assisting C/MHCs and other 
community-based organizations and 
primary care providers in areas of high 
need in recruiting and retaining health 
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care personnel; promoting the use of 
State resources (including Medicaid. 
Maternal and Child Health and special 
population funding) for primary care 
purposes; promoting partnerships and 
affiliations with State and local health 
departments, Area Health Education 
Centers, hospitals, specialty and social 
service providers and primary care 
residency training programs; 
coordination of activities with PHS and 
NHSC State loan repayment activities 
and other State health profession loan 
repayment/scholarship programs and 
programs encouraging students to 
pursue careers in primary care; and. 
planning and resource development for 
activities in support of the perinatal life 
cycle as well as activities targeted 
towards special needs groups such a 9 
the homeless, substance abusers, HIV- 
infected individuals, the elderly, and 
migrant/seasonal farmworkers. 

In addition to performing State- 
specific activities in the five program 
areas identified above, ail section 333(d) 
recipients will be required to perform 
the following key activities: (1) In the 
area of primary care access, recipients 
will be required to produce county- 
specific primary care access plans, 
including elements regarding health 
professions personnel and primary care 
delivery systems; (2) in the area of 
recruitment and retention, recipients 
will be required to compile information 
on the State's health professions 
training, address financial support 
activities, and facilitate the activities of 
Area Health Education Centers, the 
State, the regional offices, and State and 
regional primary care associations 
regarding the development of retention, 
recruitment and residency/training 
linkages; (3) in the area of maternal and 
child health, recipients will be required 
to participate in. and coordinate with, 
the State’s Maternal and Child Health 
Title V planning activities; and. (4) in 
the area of health care financing, 
grantees will be required to monitor and 
report on their States' implementation of 
the Federally Qualified Health Center 
(FQIIC) Medicaid provisions. 
Additionally, recipients in States with 
Healthy Start grantees are expected to 
provide technical assistance to the 
consortia and facilitate coalition 
building and State linkages. Priority for 
funding of State-specific activities will 
be give to applications received from 
agencies of State government. 

Grant funding will be available to 
support FY 1992 priorities for statewide 
cooperative agreements which include: 
service education linkages; primary care 
access; retention/recruitment/clinical 
effectiveness; and. health care financing. 


Preference for funding innovative one¬ 
time activities beyond basic, ongoing 
operations (i.e., improvement packages) 
will be accorded to requests in these 
areas. These requests will be held for 
review during the fourth quarter of the 
fiscal year and awards will be made by 
September 30.1992. 

All national organizations seeking 
cooperative agreements under the 
authority of section 333(d) will be 
evaluated according to their ability to 
address activities in one or more of the 
following priority areas: (1) Enhanced 
access to primary care; (2) management 
and enhanced financing for primary care 
services; (3J health care services for 
minorities; and, (4) retention and 
recruitment of health care providers in 
medically underserved areas and to 
medically underserved populations. 

Federal Responsibilities under the 
Cooperative Agreements Under Section 
333(d) of the PHS Act : Federal 
responsibilities under the statewide 
cooperative agreements under section 
333(d) of the PHS Act, in addition to the 
usual monitoring and technical 
assistance provided under grants, will 
include the following: (1) The exercise of 
responsibility for Final authority on the 
award of Federal grants. Federal health 
personnel placement, and overall 
program management of Federal 
resources in the context of fulfilling the 
State program as developed under the 
agreement; (2) the detail or assignment 
of Federal personnel of the statewide 
organization; (3) the recruitment and 
assignment of NHSC personnel in 
accordance with the program developed 
under the cooperative agreement; and, 

(4) participation in the development of 
and approval of statewide plans at 
various stages during their development. 

3. Technical and Non-Financia) 
Assistance 

Grant A wards: Approximately $8.5 
million in discretionary grants to 
provide technical and non-financial 
assistance, including awards to national 
organizations, of which approximately 
$6.7 million would be awarded under 
section 330(f)(1) and approximately $1.8 
million would be awarded under 
329(g)(1) of the PHS Act. 

Number of Awards: Up to 35 awards, 
the majority of which will amount to 
approximately $100,000. will be made 
under the section 330(f)(1) authority for 
the performance of State-specific and/or 
regional activities. Approximately 5 
national awards ranging from $125,000 
to $1.2 million will be made under the 
section 329(g)(1) and 330(f)(1) 
authorities. Awards will be made for a 
one year budget period. Project periods 
will be for up to three years. 


Eligible Applicants: Sections 330(f)(1). 
and 329(g)(1) awards are anticipated to 
be awarded primarily to continuation 
grantees. Eligible applicants for section 
329(g)(1) and 330(f)(1) funds are private 
nonprofit entities, including previously 
existing and newly established State 
and regional primary care associations. 

Review Criteria: Applicants for 
funding under section 330(f)(1) to 
provide technical and non-financial 
assistance to C/MHCs and other similar 
providers will be evaluated according to 
their ability to perform State-specific 
activities in five program areas: (1) 
Primary care access; (20 recruitment/ 
retention/clinical development; (3) 
health care financing; (4) maternal and 
child health (MCH); and. (5) other 
special populations. Appropriate 
activities for section 330(f)(1) grantees 
include: promoting the use of State 
resources (including Medicaid. Maternal 
and Child Health and special population 
funding) for primary care purposes; 
assisting C/MHCs and other similar 
providers in preparing their applications 
for Federal, State and local funding; 
providing training and technical 
assistance in management and 
governance; developing shared services 
and joint purchasing arrangements: 
assisting C/MHCs and other similar 
providers in recruiting and retaining 
primary care providers; promoting 
partnerships and affiliations with State 
and local health departments, Area 
Health Education Centers, hospitals, 
specialty and social service providers 
and residency programs; coordinating 
activities with PHS and NHSC State 
loan repayment activities, and other 
State health profession loan repayment/ 
scholarship programs and programs 
encouraging students to pursue careers 
in primary care; and, planning and 
developing resources for activities in 
support of pregnant women and children 
as w r ell as activities targeted towards 
special needs populations such as the 
homeless, substance abusers, HIV- 
infected individuals, the elderly and 
migrant/seasonal farmworkers. 

In addition to performing State- 
specific activities in the program areas 
identified above, all section 330(f)(1) 
recipients will be required to perform 
the following key activities: (1) in the 
area of primary care access, recipients 
will be required to actively participate 
with the recipient of the appropriate 
State cooperative agreement in the 
production of a county-specific primary 
care access plan; (2) in the area of 
recruitment and retention, recipients 
will be required to develop, support, and 
coordinate clinical networks and other 
appropriate means of securing 
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substantial input to their activities in the 
five program areas from primary care 
program clinicians; and, (3) in the area 
of health care financing, recipients will 
be required to perform activities to 
enhance the reimbursement of C/MHCs 
and similar providers of primary care 
through improvements in rates from 
cost-based programs such as FQHC, 

Rural Health Clinic (RHC) and fee-for- 
service determinations, eligibility 
requirements in programs such as the 
Migrant Medicaid Interstate Compact, 
and benefits in programs such as Early 
and Periodic Screening, Diagnostic, and 
Treatment (EDSDT). In a State where no 
cooperative agreement exists, the 
recipient will assume primary 
responsibility for producing the Stale 
primary care access plan mentioned as 
core activity #1. Additionally, in States 
with Healthy Start grantees, recipients 
will be expected to provide technical 
assistance to the consortium and its 
community-based provider members 
and to coordinate activities with the 
State Cooperative Agreement, if any. 

Limited grant funding will be 
available to support FY 1992 priorities 
for primary care associations which 
include: primary care access; retention/ 
recruitment/clinical effectiveness; and 
health care financing. Preference for 
funding innovative one-time activities 
beyond basic, ongoing operations (i.e., 
improvement packages) will be 
accorded to requests in these areas. 
These requests will be held for review 
during the fourth quarter of the fiscal 
year and awards w3ill be made by 
September 30,1992. 

All recipients of national awards 
funded under sections 329(g)(1) and 
330(f)(1) authority will be evaluated 
according to their ability to address 
activities in one or more of the following 
priority areas: (1) enhanced access to 
primary care/recruitment and retention 
of health providers; (2) improved 
management for primary care services; 
(3) health care services for special 
populations; (4) integration/ 
collaboration with public and other 
external organizations; and, (5) clinical 
strategies for primary care clinicians. 

Opportunity for Comment: Interested 
persons are invited to comment on the 
proposed funding priorities for C/MHC 
activities under section 330 and 329, 
cooperative agreements under section 
333(d) and technical and non-financial 
assistance under sections 330(f)(1) and 
329(g)(1). Normally, the comment period 
would be 60 days. However, due to need 
to implement any changes for the fiscal 
year 1992 award cycle, the comment 
period has been reduced to 30 days. All 
comments received on or before April 


13,1992 will be considered before the 
proposed funding priorities are finalized. 
No funds will be allocated or final 
selections made until a final notice is 
published indicating whether the 
proposed funding priorities will be 
applied. 

Written comments should be 
addressed to: Richard C. Bohrer, 

Director of Primary Care Services, 

Bureau of Health Care Delivery and 
Assistance, Health Resources and 
Services Administration, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, room 7a-55, Rockville, MD 20857 
(301) 443-2260. 

All comments received will be 
available for public inspection and 
copying at the Division of Primary Care 
Services, at the above address 
weekdays (Federal holidays excepted) 
between the hours of 8:30 a.m. and 5 
p.m. 

Application Deadlines: Competing 
and non-competing continuation 
applications by existing grantees for 
section 329 and/or 330 funds to provide 
essential services are due 120 days prior 
to the expiration of the current grant 
award unless otherwise specified. 
Proposals for grants to provide technical 
and non-financial assistance under 
section 330(f)(1), and for new and 
continuation cooperative agreements 
under section 333(d) must be received 
no later than July 1,1992, unless 
otherwise specified. Applications shall 
be considered to have met the deadline 
if they are: (1) Received on or before the 
deadline; or, (2) postmarked before the 
deadline date and received in time for 
orderly processing. Untimely 
applications will be returned to the 
applicant. Applicants should obtain a 
legibly dated receipt from a commercial 
carrier or U.S. Postal Service or request 
a legibly dated U.S. Postal Service 
postmark. Private metered postmarks 
shall not be accepted as proof of timely 
mailing. 

ADDRESSES: The PHS Regional Grants 
Management Officers (RGMOs) whose 
names and addresses are provided in 
the appendix to this document are 
responsible for distributing application 
kits and guidance (Form PHS 5161-1 
with revised face sheets DHHS Form 
424, as approved by the OMB under 
control numbers 0937-0189), and 
competed applications must be 
submitted to them. The kits and 
guidance will be sent to existing 
grantees; new applicants should contact 
the appropriate RGMO. The RGMOs are 
available to provide assistance on 
business management issues. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
For technical assistance and general 
program information about the 


availability of section 329 and 330 funds, 
contact Richard C. Bohrer. (301) 43-2260. 
For additional information about 
funding under sections 329(g)(1), contact 
Jack Egan, (301) 443-1153. Additional 
information about funding under 
sections 330(f)(1) and 333(d) can be 
obtained from Bonnie Lefkowitz, (301) 
443-2270. For assistance on section 
333(d) State-specific cooperative 
agreement retention and recruitment 
issues, contact Donald L Weaver, M.D., 
(301) 443-2900. Additional information 
about current comprehensive perinatal 
care activities can be obtained from 
Beverly Wright (301) 443-7587. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Application kits contain guidance 
information which incorporates new and 
updated program requirements arising 
from changes in the program’s 
authorizing legislation, since CPCP 
activity is part of a C/MHC’s total 
perinatal care program, a C/MHC is not 
required to submit a separate 
application for CPCP activities, but a 
center requesting CPCP funding is 
required to submit a separate budget 
and narrative report detailing the 
proposed uses of these funds. 

Other Award Information: All grants 
to be awarded under this notice are 
subject to the provisions of Executive 
Order 12372, as implemented by 45 CFR 
Part 100, which allows States the option 
of setting up a system for reviewing 
applications from within their States for 
assistance under certain Federal 
programs. The application kits will 
contain a listing of States which have 
chosen to set up such a review system 
and will provide a point of contact in the 
States for that review. Applicants (other 
than Federally recognized Indian 
governments) should contact their State 
Single Points of Contact (SPOCs) as 
early as possible to alert them to the 
prospective applications and receive 
any necessary instructions on the State 
process. For proposed projects serving 
more than one State, the applicant is 
advised to contact the SPOC of each 
affected State. State process 
recommendations should be submitted 
to the appropriate Regional Office (see 
appendix). The due date for State 
process recommendations is 60 days 
after the appropriate application 
deadline date. The Bureau of Health 
care Delivery and Assistance does not 
guarantee that it will accommodate or 
explain its response to State process 
recommendations received after this 
date. 

In the OMB Catalog of Federal 
Domestic Assistance, the Community 
Health Center program is listed as 
Number 93.224; the Migrant Health 
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Center program is Number 93.246; the 
program of technical and other non- 
financial assistance, including national 
organizations is Number 93.129; and the 
Cooperative Agreements program, 
including national organizations, for 
development and coordination of 
comprehensive primary care services is 
Number 93.130. 

Dated: January 9,1992. 

Robert G. Harmon. 

Administrator. 

Appendix—Regional Grants Management 
Officers 

Region I: Mary O'Brien. Grants Management 
Officer. PHS Regional Office I, John F. 
Kennedy Federal Building. Boston. MA 
02203. (617) 565-1462 

Region II: Steve Wong, Grants Management 
Officer, PHS Regional Office II, Room 3300. 
26 Federal Plaza, New York. NY 10278. 
(212) 264-4496 

Region III: Martin Bree. Acting Grants 
Management Officer, PHS Regional Office 
III P.O. Box 13716. Philadelphia, PA 19101. 
(215) 596-6653 

Region IV: Wayne Cutchens, Grants 
Management Officer. PHS Regional Office 

IV, Room 1106,101 Marietta Tov'er. 
Atlanta. CA 30323, (404) 331-2597 

Region V: Lawrence Poole. Grants 
Management Officer. PHS Regional Office 

V, 105 West Adams Street. 17th Floor. 
Chicago. IL 60603. (312) 256-8700 

Region VI: James A. Doss, Acting Grants 
Management Officer, PHS Regional Office 

VI, 1200 Main Tower. Dallas, TX 75202, 
(214) 787-3885 

Region VII: Michael Rowland, Grants 
Management Officer. PHS Regional Office 

VII, Room 501, 601 East 12th Street. Kansas 
City. MO 64016, (816) 426-5841 

Region VIII: Jerry F. Wheeler. Grants 
Management Officer PHS Regional Office 

VIII, 1961 Stout Street, Denver. CO 80294. 
(303) 844—4461 

Region IX: Linda Gash, Grants Management 
Officer. PHS Regional Office IX. 50 United 
Nations Plaza, San Francisco. CA 94102. 
(415)556-2595 

Region X: James Tipton. Grants Management 
Officer, PHS Regional Office X. Mail Stop 
RX 20. 2201 Sixth Avenue. Seattle. WA 
98121, (208) 553-7997 

[FR Doc. 92-5984 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BiLUHQ COOE 4160-1S-M 


Emergency Medical Services for 
Children Demonstration Grants 

agency: Health Resources and Services 
Administration (HRSA). 

ACTION: Notice of availability of funds. 

summary: The HRSA and the National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
(NHTSA) announce fiscal year (FY) 1992 
funds are available for grants authorized 
under section 1910 of the PHS Act. 

These discretionary grants will be made 
to States or accredited schools of 


medicine to support projects for the 
expansion and improvement of 
emergency medical services for children 
(EMSC). Funds appropriated by Public 
Law 102-170 will be used for this 
purpose. Under the EMSC program 
authority, awards are made for project 
periods of up to 2 years. The authority to 
award grants expires on September 30. 
1992. 

The NHTSA has participated with the 
HRSA in developing the program 
priorities announced under the EMSC 
program for FY 1992. The NHTSA will 
also share the Federal monitoring 
responsibilities for EMSC awards made 
during FY 1992 as well as continue to 
provide ongoing technical assistance 
and consultation in regard to the 
required collaboration/linkages 
between applicants and their Highway 
Safety Offices and Emergency Medical 
Services Agencies for the State(s). 

The PHS is committed to achieving 
the health promotion and disease 
prevention objectives of Healthy People 
2000, a PHS led national activity for 
setting priority areas. The EMSC grant 
program will directly address the 
Healthy People 2000 objectives related 
to emergency medical services and 
trauma systems linking prehospital, 
hospital, and rehabilitation services in 
order to prevent trauma deaths and 
long-term disability. Potential applicants 
may obtain a copy of Healthy People 
2000 (Full Report: Stock No. 017-001- 
00474-0) or Healthy People 2000 
(Summary Report: Stock No. 017-001- 
00473-1) through the Superintendent of 
Documents, Government Printing Office. 
Washington. DC 20402-9325 (telephone 
202 783-3238). 

date: To receive consideration, grant 
applications for the EMSC should be 
submitted to the Chief, Grants 
Management Branch, Maternal and 
Child Health Bureau (MCHB), Health 
Resources and Services Administration, 
room 18-12, Parklawn Building 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, Maryland 20857. 

These applications must be received 
or postmarked on or before April 30. 

1992. Applications will be considered as 
meeting this deadline if they are either: 

1. Received on or before the deadline 

date, or 

2. Postmarked on or before the deadline 

date and received in time for 

submission to the review group. 

A legibly dated receipt from a 
commercial carrier or the U.S. Postal 
Service will be accepted in lieu of a 
postmark. Private metered postmarks 
shall not be acceptable as proof of 
timely mailing. 

Applications received after the 
deadline will be considered late 


applications and will be returned to the 
applicant. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Requests for technical or programmatic 
information should be directed to Mr. 
Pete Conway, Division of Maternal. 
Infant, Child and Adolescent Health. 
Maternal and Child Health Bureau, 
Health Resources and Services 
Administration, room 18A-30. Parklawn 
Building. 5600 Fishers Lane. Rockville, 
Maryland 20857, telephone 301 443-2250 
or Jean Athey, Ph.D., Division of 
Maternal, Infant, Child and Adolescent 
Health, Maternal and Child Health 
Bureau. Health Resources and Services 
Administration, room 18A-39, Parklawn 
Building, 5600 Fishers Lane. Rockville, 
Maryland 20857, telephone 301 443-4026. 

Grant applications (PHS form 5161-1, 
approved under OMB #0937-0189) and 
additional information regarding 
business, administrative or fiscal issues 
related to the awarding of grants under 
this notice may be obtained from: Chief. 
Grants Management Branch, Maternal 
and Child Health Bureau, Health 
Resources and Services Administration, 
room 18A-30, Parklawn Building, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, Maryland 20857. 
telephone 301 443-1440. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Program Background and Objectives 

The Emergency Medical Services for 
Children statute, (section 1910 of the 
PHS Act, as amended), establishes a 
program of grants to States and 
accredited medical schools for 
demonstration projects for the 
expansion and improvement of 
emergency medical services for children 
who need treatment for trauma or 
critical care. For purposes of this grant 
program, the term “State” includes the 
50 States, the District of Columbia, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the 
Virgin Islands, the Northern Mariana 
Islands, Guam, American Samoa, the 
Republic of Palau, the Republic of the 
Marshall Islands, and the Federated 
States of Micronesia. The term “school 
of medicine” for purposes of this 
program is defined as having the same 
meaning as set forth in section 701(4) of 
the PHS Act (42 U.S.C. 292a(4)). 
“Accredited” in this context has the 
same meaning as set forth in section 
701(5) of the PHS Act (42 U.S.C. 292a(5)J. 

It is the intent of this grant program to 
stimulate further development or 
expansion of ongoing efforts in the 
States to reduce the problems of life- 
threatening pediatric trauma and critical 
illness. The Department does not intend 
to award grants which would duplicate 
grants previously funded under the 
Emergency Medical Services Systems 
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Act of 1972 or which would be used 
simply to increase the availability of 
emergency medical services funds 
allotted to the State under the 
Preventive Health Services Block Grant 

Funding Category 

There will be a single program 
category open for competition this 
year—implementation grants for the 
purpose of initiating or improving the 
capacity of a State’s Emergency Medical 
Services program to address the 
particular needs of children. 
Implementation grants are to be 
demonstrations of the use of existing 
research-based knowledge, state-of-the- 
art systems development approaches, 
and the experience and products of 
previous EMSC grantees in meeting 
program goals. Budget requests for these 
grants should not exceed $250,000 per 
year. Up to four grants will be awarded. 
For this competition, applications from 
States (and medical schools within 
those States) which have not as yet 
received support under this program will 
receive preference for funding. This 
means that approved applications from 
States (and medical schools within 
those States) with no previous F.MSC 
program support will be funded ahead of 
approved applications from outside this 
group. 

This year’s funding category is not 
being proposed for public comment. 
Owing to limited resources available for 
new competition, this category i9 the 
only one of three priority areas funded 
in FY 1991 (published at 56 FR 9366 on 
March 6,1991) to be open for 
competition in FY 1992. It is being 
extended because of continuing and 
documented demand from or within 
States that have not benefited from this 
assistance to improve the capacity of 
State EMSC services. Its selection was 
based on consultation with national 
leaders. EMSC grantees, and other 
Federal program staff, representing 
substantial public input from those most 
involved in the issue. 

By statute, the project period for 
EMSC grants is up to 2 years. The 
legislative authority for the award of 
grants under the program expires on 
September 30,1992. 

Availability of Funds 

Approximately $4,880,000 is available 
for grants under the EMSC program, of 
which approximately $850,000 will be 
used for new. competing grants. We 
estimate funding approximately 3—1 new 
grants. The remaining funds will be used 
for continuation support of the 18 
existing EMSC projects. 


Special Concern 

The MCHB places special emphasis 
on improving service delivery to women 
and children from culturally identifiable 
populations who have been 
disproportionately affected by barriers 
to accessible care. This means that 
EMSC projects are expected to serve 
and appropriately involve in project 
activities members of ethnoculturally 
distinct groups, unless there are 
compelling programmatic or other 
justification for not including either 
women or persons from culturally 
distinct populations. The MCHB’s intent 
is to insure that project outcomes are of 
benefit to culturally distinct populations 
and to insure that the broadest passible 
representation of culturally distinct and 
historically under-represented groups is 
supported through programs and 
projects sponsored by the MCI IB. 

Consistent with the statutory purpose 
and with particular attention to the 
appropriate involvement of women and 
persons from culturally distinct 
populations, the Department will review 
applications for funds under the above 
mentioned category as competing 
applications and will fund those which, 
in the Department’s view, best meet the 
purposes of the EMSC program and 
address achievement of applicable 
I lealthy People 2000 objectives related 
to emergency medical services and 
trauma systems. 

Eligible Applicants 

Applications for funding under section 
1910 will be accepted from States and 
accredited schools of medicine. 
Applicants are encouraged to seek the 
participation and support of interested 
entities within the State, such as local 
government and health and medical 
organizations in the private sector 
including local or regional trauma 
centers, in developing the proposed 
project. 

Review Criteria 

The review of applications will take 
into consideration the following criteria: 
—The adequacy of the applicant’s 
description of the problem of pediatric 
trauma and critical illness in the grant 
locale. The adequacy of sections of 
the application devoted to the special 
problems of (a) handicapped children 
and families; and (b) minority children 
and families (including Native 
Americans). 

—The appropriateness of project 
objectives and outcomes in relation to 
the specific nature of the problems 
identified by the applicant. 

—The soundness (in relation to the state 
of the art), appropriateness. 


comprehensiveness, cost effectiveness 
and responsiveness of the proposed 
methodology for achieving project 
goals and outcome objectives. 

—The soundness of the plan for 
evaluating progress in achieving 
project objectives and outcomes. 

—The extent of collaboration and 
coordination with other appropriate 
organizations involved in emergency 
medical sendees, health care, and 
public health and safety (e.g.. injury 
prevention activities, the State 
Emergency Medical Services agency, 
the State Maternal and Child Health 
program. State Highway Safety 
Offices, rehabilitation programs) and 
the degree of involvement of the 
“community** (e.g., private sector, 
voluntary organizations). 

—The soundness of the proposal, as set 
forth in the application, in terms of 
fiscal management, effective use of 
personnel, and ability to complete the 
proposal within the grant period. 

—The extent to which the applicant 
proposes to employ products and 
expertise of EMSC programs in other 
States, especially of current and 
former grantees of the Federal EMSC 
program. Such resources include, but 
are not limited to, technical assistance 
and consultation. 

—The extent to which the project gives 
special emphasis to improving service 
delivery to women and children from 
culturally identifiable populations 
who have been disproportionately 
affected by barriers to accessible care 
and ensures that members of 
culturally distinct groups are 
appropriately represented in the 
activities of approved grants and 
cooperative agreements. 

Allowable Costs 

The basis for determining if costs 
charged to PHS grants are allowable or 
allocable is set forth in 45 CFR part 
92.22. The five separate sets of cost 
principles prescribed for grant recipients 
are: (1) OMB Circular A-87 for State and 
local governments; (2) OMB Circular A- 
21 for institutions of higher education; 

(3) 45 CFR part 74. appendix E for 
hospitals; (4) OMB Circular A-122 for 
nonprofit organizations; and (5) 48 CFR 
chapter 1, subpart 31.2 for for-profit 
(commercial) organizations. 

Executive Order 12372 

This program has been determined to 
be a program which is subject to the 
provisions of Executive Order 12372 
concerning intergovernmental review of 
Federal programs by appropriate health 
planning agencies, as implemented by 45 
CFR part 100. Executive Order 12372 
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allows States the option of setting up a 
system for reviewing applications from 
within their States for assistance under 
certain Federal programs. The 
application packages to be made 
available under this notice will contain 
a listing of States which have chosen to 
set up such a review system and will 
provide a single point of contact (SPOC) 
in the States for review. Applicants 
(other than federally-recognized Indian 
tribal governments) should contact their 
State SPOCs as early as possible to alert 
them to the prospective applications and 
receive any necessary instructions on 
the State process. For proposed projects 
serving more than one State, the 
applicant is advised to contact the 
SPOC of each affected State. The due 
date for State process recommendations 
is 60 days after the application deadline 
for new and competing awards. The 
granting agency does not guarantee to 
“accommodate or explain” for State 
process recommendations it receives 
after that date. (See part 148. 
Intergovernmental Review of PHS 
Programs under Executive Order 12372 
and 45 CFR part 100 for a description of 
the review process and requirements.) 

OMB Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance 

The OMB Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance number is 93.127. 

Dated: January 9.1992. 

Robert G. Harmon, 

Administrator, 

[FR Doc. 92-5985 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4165-1S-M 


Public Health Service 

Agency Forms Submitted to the Office 
of Management and Budget for 
Clearance 

Each Friday the Public Health Service 
(PHS) publishes a list of information 
collection packages it has submitted to 
the Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) for clearance in compliance with 
the Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 
chapter 35). The following requests have 
been submitted to OMB since the list 
was last published on Friday, February 
28.1992. 

(Call PHS Reports Clearance Officer on 202- 
245-2100 for copies of package) 

1. Screener/Baseline Round of the 
Feasibility Study for the Household 
Component of the National Medical 
Expenditure Survey (NMES)—New— 
This feasibility study will test methods 
for enhancing the quality of data on 
medical care and expenditures, for 
improving the efficiency of data 
collection and assess the willingness of 


potential respondents to participate. 
Respondents: Individuals or households; 
Number of Respondents: 1,736; Number 
of Responses per Respondent: 1; 

Average Burden per Response: .89 hours; 
Estimated Annual Burden: 1,538 hours. 

2. HRSA Noncompeting Training 
Grant Application Form PHS 6025-2— 
0915-0061—The Health Resources and 
Services Administration uses the 
information to determine the eligibility 
of a grantee to continue their previously 
approved grant project. The review 
includes calculation of the amount of 
each award, evaluation of progress 
made, and assessment of the grantee’s 
responsiveness to the programs funding 
preferences. Respondents: Non-profit 
institutions; Number of Respondents: 

977; Number of Responses per 
Respondent: 1; Average Burden per 
Response: 25.5 hours; Estimated Annual 
Burden: 24,914 hours. 

3. Automatic Detention and Private 
Laboratory Testing of FDA Regulated 
Products for Import Entry—0910-0261— 
The Food and Drug Administration has 
the responsibility for assuring the 
admissibility of foods, drugs, medical 
devices and cosmetics offered for import 
into the United States. The automatic 
detention program exists to assure the 
quality of incoming products where a 
history of violation exists. This has 
resulted in increased use of private 
laboratories for testing purposes 
because laboratory results for each 
shipment of a product in automatic 
detention must be accepted by the 
agency before it is allowed entry into 
the United States. Respondents: 
Businesses or other for-profit; Number of 
Respondents: 4,000; Number of 
Respondents Per Respondent: 2.25; 
Average Burden per Response: 5.25 
hours; Estimated Annual Burden: 48,500 
hours. 

4. Community Mental Health Centers 
(CMHC) Construction Grantee 
Checklist—0930-0104—To insure that 
CMHC facilities built with Federal 
assistance provide mental health service 
for a 20-year period as required, the 
National Institute of Mental Health will: 
(1) Survey the universe of CMHC 
construction grantees annually through 

a compliance checklist; and (2) utilize 
survey results to determine appropriate 
follow up, e.g., waivers/recovery 
activities. Respondents: State or local 
governments, Non-profit institutions, 

Small businesses or organizations; 

Number of Respondents: 389; Number of 
Responses per Respondent: 1 hour; 
Average Burden per Response: .33 hours; 
Estimated Annual Burden: 130 hours. 

5. Evaluation of Physician Adherence 
to Tuberculosis Prevention and 
Treatment Recommendations—New— 


The Centers for Disease Control will 
conduct a mail survey of a sample of 
primary health care providers 
concerning their screening, treatment, 
and management practices for patients 
with tuberculosis infection or 
tuberculosis. The data will assist in 
explaining why some physicians fail to 
comply with current TB 
recommendations that are essential to 
assuring necessary prevention and 
control practices. Respondents: 
Individuals or households; Number of 
Respondents: 2,927; Number of 
Responses per Respondent: 1; Average 
Burden per Response: .317 hours; 
Estimated Annual Burden: 927 hours. 

6. A Case Control Study of Attempted 
Suicide, Harris County, Texas—New— 
Respondents will be selected from 15-34 
year old residents of Harris County, 
Texas that meet the study criteria. 
Respondents will include suicide 
attempters and controls in the 
community. Information learned from 
this study will help in targeting suicide 
prevention efforts directed at this age 
group. One of the Year 2000 health 
objectives is to reduce violent and 
abusive behavior and to provide for 
better health education and access to 
preventive services for all Americans. 
Respondents: Individuals or households; 
Number of Respondents: 510; Number of 
Responses per Respondent: 1; Average 
Burden per Response: 0.75 hours; 
Estimated Annual Burden: 383 hours. 

7. A Methodologic Study to Improve 
Procedures to Assess Exposure to 
Pesticides—New—Epidemiologic 
studies have noted associations 
between farmers’ use of pesticides and 
certain cancers. The major limitation in 
these investigations is the accuracy of 
determining historical exposure to 
pesticides. This project is designed to 
integrate information from interviews 
and monitoring to improve exposure 
assessment in epidemiologic studies. 
Respondents: Individuals or households. 
Farms, Businesses or other for-profit, 
Small businesses or organizations; 
Number of Respondents: 468; Number of 
Responses per Respondent: 6.31; 

Average Burden per Response: 0.188 
hours; Estimated Annual Burden: 554 
hours. 

8. IHS Community Health 
Representative (CHR) Activity 
Reporting Sample—0917-0010—'The 
Indian Health Service CHR Program 
obtains data on: service category, health 
area setting, patient’s age and sex, 
referral from, referral to, and minutes 
providing service or in travel. This 
information is used for program 
planning, allocation of resources, and 
evaluation purposes. Respondents: State 
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or local Governments; Number of 
Respondents: 1.512; Number of 
Responses per Respondent: 4; Average 
Burden per Response: 1.5 hours; 
Estimated Annual Burden: 9,072 hours. 

9. National Home and Hospice Care 
Survey—New—This survey will be 
conducted by personal interviewers 
among a sample of hospices and home 
health agencies about the patients they 
serve. The National home and hospice 
Care Survey will provide estimates of 
the characteristics of people being 
served by hospices and home health 
agencies. Respondents: Businesses or 
other for profit; Federal agencies or 
employees; Non-profit institutions; Small 
businesses or organizations. Number of 
Respondents: 1,400; Number of 
Responses per Respondent: 19; Average 
Burden per Response: .20 2 hours; 
Estimated Annual Burden: 5,366 hours. 

10. Survey of Physicians HIV 
Prevention and Treatment Practices— 
New—The Centers for Disease Control 
will conduct a survey among physicians 
to determine their prevention and 
treatment practices for patients with 
HIV. CDC will use the data to help 
physicians identify potential 
improvements in HIV prevention and 
treatment delivery. Respondents: 
Individuals or households; Number of 
Respondents: 12,075; Number of 
Responses per Respondent: 1; Average 
Burden per Response: .169 hours; 
Estimated Annual Burden: 2,203 hours. 

11. Nominations for ATSDR 
Community Assistance Panels—New— 
This information collection provides a 
mechanism for communities near 
hazardous waste sites to nominate 
residents to serve on a Community 
Assistance Panel. The Panel facilitates 
data collection, community cooperation 
and understanding, and public health 
education regarding exposures to toxic 
substances. Respondents: Individuals or 
households; Number of Respondents: 
5,400; Number of Responses per 
respondent: 1; Average Burden pier 
Response: .1666 hours; Estimated 
Annual Burden: 899 hours. 

OMB Desk Officer: Shannah Koss- 
McCallum 

Written comments and 
recommendations for the proposed 
information collections should be sent 
within 30 days of this notice directly to 
the OMB Desk Officer designated above 
at the following address: Human 
Resources and Housing Branch. New 
Executive Office Building. Room 3002, 
Washington. DC 20503. 


Dated: March 10 1992. 

Sandra K. Mahkorn, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Public Health 
Policy . 

|FR Doc. 92-5929 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 4160-17-11 


Social Security Administration 

Agency Forms Submitted to the Office 
of Management and Budget for 
Clearance 

Each Friday the Social Security 
Administration publishes a list of 
information collection packages that 
have been submitted to the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) for 
clearance in compliance with Public 
Law 96-511, The Paperwork Reduction 
Act. The following clearance packages 
have been submitted to OMB since the 
last list was published in the Federal 
Register on February 21,1992. 

(Call Reports Clearance Office on (410) 
965-4149 for copies of package) 

1. Application For Benefits Under The 
Italy-U.S. International Social Security 
Agreement—0960-0445. The information 
collected on the form SSA-2528 is used 
to determine eligibility for Social 
Security benefits. The respondents are 
applicants who live in Italy. 

Number of Respondents 180 
Frequency of Response 1 
Average Burden Per Response 20 
minutes 

Estimated Amiual Burden 60 hours 

2. Disability Hearing Officer's Report 
Of Disability Hearing—0960-0440. The 
form SSA-1205 is used by disability 
hearing officers to conduct disability 
hearings. The form serves as a guide in 
conducting the bearings and ensures 
that all pertinent issues are considered. 
It, also, provides a record of the hearing. 
The respondents are disability hearing 
officers in the State Disability 
Determinations Staffs. 

Number of Respondents 8^54 
Frequency of Response 1 
Average Burden Per Response 1 hour 
Estimated Annual Burden 8,354 hours 

3. Disability Hearing Officer's Report 
Of Disability Hearing—0960-XXXX. The 
form SSA-1204 will be used by 
disability hearing officers to conduct 
disability hearings. The form will serve 
as a guide in conducting the hearing and 
ensure that all pertinent issues are 
considered. The respondents will be 
disability hearing officers in the State 
Disability Determinations Staffs. 

Number of Respondents 2.500 

Frequency of Response 1 
Average Burden Per Response 1 hour 
Estimated Annual Burden 2,500 hours 


4. Statements Regarding Chinese 
Custom Marriage—0966-0006. The 
information collected on the forms SSA- 
1344/SSA-1345 is used to determine if a 
number holder and an alleged spouse 
are legally married for the purpose of 
paying Social Security benefits. The 
respondents are individuals applying for 
benefits based on an alleged Chinese 
custom marriage or individuals who 
attended the marriage. 

Number of Respondents 200 
Frequency of Response 1 
Average Burden Per Response 14 
minutes 

Estimated Annual Burden 47 hours 

5. Statement of Income and 
Resources—0960-0124. The information 
is used to determine the eligibility of 
certain individuals for supplemental 
security income (SSI) payments. The 
respondents are parents, sponsors and 
ineligible children living in the same 
household of an SS! applicant or 
recipient. 

Number of Respondents 460.000 
Frequency of Response 1 
Average Burden Per Response 20 
minutes 

Estimated Annual Burden 153.333 
hours 

6. Representative Payee 
Questionnaire—Individual 
Representative Payee Questionnaire- 
Individual Representative Payee 
Questionnaire Institution— 0966-0493. 
The information collected on the forms 
SSA-622 and SSA-6220 will be used to 
create a “Master Representative Payee 
File” data base as required by law. The 
respondents are individuals, institutions 
or agencies receiving benefits on behalf 
of beneficiaries. 

Number of Respondents 4,770.000 
Frequency of Response 1 
Average Burden Per Response 5 
minutes 

Estimated Annual Burden 363,917 
OMB Desk Officer. Laura Oliven. 
Written comments and 
recommendations regarding these 
information collections should be sent 
directly to the appropriate OMB Desk 
Officer designated above at the 
following address: OMB Reports 
Management Branch. New Executive 
Office Building, room 3208, Washington, 
DC 20503. 

Dated: March 2.1992. 

Charlotte Whiteright, 

Chief of Design and Development Branch, 
Division of Publications. 

[FR Doc. 92-5356 Filed 3-12-02: 8:45 am) 

BILUNG CODE 4T9G-11-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Community Planning and 
Development 

[Docket No. N-92-1917; FR-2934-N-691 

Federal Property Suitable as Facilities 
to Assist the Homeless 

agency: Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Community Planning and 
Development, HUD. 

action: Notice. 


summary: This Notice identifies 
unutilized, underutilized, excess, and 
surplus Federal property reviewed by 
HUD for suitability for possible use to 
assist the homeless. 

addresses: For further information, 
contact James N. Forsberg. room 7262, 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, 451 Seventh Street, SW„ 
Washington, DC 20410: telephone (202) 
706-4300; TDD number for the hearing- 
and speech-impaired (202) 708-2565 
(these telephone numbers are not toll- 
free), or call the toll-free title V 
information line at 1-800-927-7588. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 

accordance with 57 FR 23789 (May 24, 
1991) and section 501 of the Stewart B. 
McKinney Homeless Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 11411), as amended, HUD is 
publishing this Notice to identify Federal 
buildings and other real property that 
HUD has reviewed for suitability for use 
to assist the homeless. The properties 
were reviewed using information 
provided to HUD by Federal 
landholding agencies regarding 
unutilized and underutilized buildings 
and real property controlled by such 
agencies or by GSA regarding its 
inventory of excess or surplus Federal 
property. This Notice is also published 
in order to comply with the December 
12,1988 Court Order in National 
Coalition for the Homeless v. Veterans 
Administration, No. 88-2503-OG 
(D.D.C.). 

Properties reviewed are listed in this 
Notice according to the following 
categories: Suitable/available, suitable/ 
unavailable, suitable/to be excess, and 
unsuitable. The properties listed in the 
three suitable categories have been 
reviewed by the landholding agencies, 
and each agency has transmitted to 
HUD: (1) Its intention to make the 
property available for use to assist the 
homeless, (2) its intentions to declare 
the property excess to the agency's 
needs, or (3) a statement of the reasons 
that the property cannot be declared 


excess or made available for use as 
facilities to assist the homeless. 

Properties listed as a suitable/ 
available will be available exclusively 
for homeless use for a period of 60 days 
from the date of this Notice. Homeless 
assistance providers interested in any 
such property should send a written 
expression of interest to HHS, 
addressed to Judy Breitman, Division of 
Health Facilities Planning, U.S. Public 
Health Service, HHS, room 17A-10, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857; (301) 
443-2265, (This is not a toll-free 
number.) HHS will mail to the interested 
provider an application packet, which 
will include instructions for completing 
the application. In order to maximize the 
opportunity to utilize a suitable 
property, providers should submit their 
written expressions of interest a9 soon 
as possible. For complete details 
concerning the processing of 
applications, the reader is encouraged to 
refer to the interim rule governing this 
program, 56 23789 (May 24,1991). 

For properties listed as suitable/to be 
excess, that property may, if 
subsequently accepted as excess by 
GSA, be made available for use by the 
homeless in accordance with applicable 
law, subject to screening for other 
Federal use. At the appropriate time, 
HUD will publish the property in a 
notice showing it as either suitable/ 
available or suitable/unavailable. 

For properties listed as suitable/ 
unavailable, the landholding agency has 
decided that the property cannot be 
declared excess or made available for 
use to assist the homeless, and the 
property will not be available. 

Properties listed as unsuitable will not 
be made available for any other purpose 
for 20 days from the date of this notice. 
Homeless assistance providers 
interested in a review by HUD of the 
determination of unsuitability should 
call the toll free information line at 1- 
800-927-7588 for detailed instructions or 
write a letter to James N. Forsberg at the 
address listed at the beginning of this 
Notice. Included in the request for 
review should be the property address 
(including zip code), the date of 
publication in the Federal Register, the 
landholding agency, and the property 
number. 

The more information regarding 
particular properties identified in this 
Notice [i.e., acreage, floor plan, existing 
sanitary facilities, exact street address), 
providers should contact the appropriate 
landholding agencies at the following 
addresses: U.S. Army: Robert Conte, 
Dept, of Army, Military Facilities, 
DAEN-ZCI-P; rm. 1E671, Pentagon. 
Washington, DC 20310-2600; (202) 693- 
4583; (This is not a toll-free number). 


Dated: March 6,1992. 

Paul Roitman Bardack, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Economic 
Development 

TITLE V. FEDERAL SURPLUS PROPERTY 
PROGRAM, FEDERAL REGISTER REPORT 
FOR 03/13/92 

Suitable/Available Properties 

Buildings (by State) 

Alabama 
Bldg. T00220 
Fort McClellan 

Fort McClellan, Co: Calhoun, AL 36205-5000 
Location: Take left turn off Baltzell Gate 
Road 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219110041 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 1040 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
needs major rehab; termite infested; off-site 
use only. 

Bldg. T00221 
Port McClellan 

Port McClellan, Co: Calhoun, AL 36205-5000 
Location: Take left turn off Baltzell Gate 
Road 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219110042 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 4125 sq. ft.; one story wood frame; 
needs major rehab; termite infested; 
presence of asbestos; off-site use only. 

Bldg. T00796 
Fort McClellan 

Fort McClellan. Co: Calhoun, AL 38205-5000 
Location: Intersection of 19th and 20th 
Streets. 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219110043 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 1340 sq. ft.; one story wood frame; 
needs major rehab; presence of asbestos; 
off-aite use only. 

Bldg. T00883 
Fort McClellan 
3rd Avenue 

Fort McClellan. Co: Calhoun. AL 36205-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219110044 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 760 sq. ft.; one story wood frame; 
needs major rehab; presence of asbestos; 
off-site use only. 

Bldgs. T01121, T01123, T01124 
Fort McClellan 
MacArthur Avenue 

Fort McClellan, Co: Calhoun, AL 36205-5000 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219110048-219110050 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 2400 sq. ft.; two story wood frame; 
needs major rehab; presence of asbestos; 
off-site use only. 

Bldg. T01125 
Fort McClellan 

21st Street and MacArthur Avenue 

Fort McClellan. Co: Calhoun. AL 36205-5000 
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Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219110051 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 2556 sq. ft.; one story wood frame; 
needs rehab; presence of asbestos: off-site 
| use only. 

Bldg. T01394 

Fort McClellan 

4th Avenue in Area 13 of Post 

Fort McClellan, Co: Calhoun. AL 36205-5000 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219110052 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 191 sq. ft.; 1 story tin and lumber 
building; needs major rehab; termite 
infested; off-site use only. 

Bldg. T01692 
Fort McClellan 
25th Street 

Fort McClellan. Co: Calhoun. AL 36205-5000 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219110053 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 4404 sq. ft.; one story wood frame: 
needs rehab; presence of asbestos; off/site 
use only. 

Bldgs. T02264, T02266 
Fort McClellan 

Fort McClellan. Co: Calhoun. AL 36205-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219110054-219110055 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 664 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
needs major rehab; electrical hazard; 
present of asbestos; off-site use only. 

Bldg. T00123 

Post Chapel—Fort Rucker 
5th Avenue 

Fort Rucker, Co: Dale. AL 33362- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219110145 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 4798 sq. ft.; 1 story wood structure: 
minor repairs. 

Bldg. T09307 

Post Chapel—Fort Rucker 
3rd Avenue 

Fort Rucker. Co: Dale, AL 36362- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219110146 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3739 sq. ft.; 1 story wood structure; 
minor repairs. 

Bldg. T09309 

Fort Rucker—Education Facility 
3rd Avenue 

Fort Rucker. Co: Dale. AL 36362- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219110147 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1500 sq. ft; 1 story wood structure; 
minor repairs. 

Bldg. T5020—Fort Rucker 
3rd Avenue 

Fort Rucker, Co: Dale. AL 36362- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120108 
Status: Unutilized 


Comment: 2500 sq. ft.; 1 story, possible 
asbestos, off-site use only. 

Bldg. T08917—Fort Rucker 
Comer of Division Road & 7th Avenue 
Fort Rucker. Co: Dale AL 36362- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120112 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 16004 sq. ft.; two story, possible 
asbestos, needs rehab. 

Bldg. T00108 
Fort Rucker 
6th Avenue 

Fort Rucker. Co; Dale. AL 36362- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219120270 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 24992 sq. ft.; 1 story wood 
structure; most recent use—youth center 
gymnasium, possible asbestos, off-site use 
only. 

Bldgs. 5119. 5120. Fort Rucker 
3rd Avenue 

Ft. Rucker, Co: Dale, AL 36362- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219140023-219040024 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2500 sq. ft. each, 1 story, most 
recent use—supply buildings, off-site use 
only. 

Bldg. 8913. Fort Rucker 
7th Avenue 

Ft. Rucker. Co: Dale. AL 36362- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219140025 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3100 sq. ft., 1 story wood, most 
recent use—chaplain’s conference room, 
off-site use only. 

Bldg. 8914, Fort Rucker 
7th Avenue 

Ft. Rucker, Co: Dale, AL 36362- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140026 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2250 sq. ft, 1 story wood, most 
recent use—chaplain’s headquarters, off¬ 
site use only. 

Arizona 

Bldg. S-306 
Yuma Proving Ground 
Main Admin. Area—near inter. 1st & D Sts. 
Yuma. Co: Yuma/La Paz, AZ 85365-9102 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011725 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 2 story wood and stucco frame; 
needs structural upgrading; portion of 2nd 
floor vacant. 

Bldg. S-1003 

Yuma Proving Ground 

Main Admin. Area—5th & Barranca Road 

Yuma. Co: Yuma/La Paz, AZ 85365-9102 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219011727 

Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 2227 sq. ft.; two-story wood and 
stucco frame; 2 floor wood and frame; 
possible asbestos; bldg, committed to 
Congress for disposal. 

Bldg. S-503 

Yuma Proving Ground 

Main Admin. Area—2nd St. bet. D & F Sts. 

Yuma. Co: Yuma/La Paz. AZ 85365-9102 


Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011746 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 2123 sq. ft.: possible asbestos: 2nd 
floor vacant: structural upgrading needed; 
bldg, scheduled for renovation and used as 
community center. 

Bldg. S-501 

Yuma Proving Ground 

Main Admin. Area—D & 2nd Sts. 

Yuma. Co: Yuma/La Paz. AZ 85365-9102 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011747 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4000 sq. ft.; possible asbestos; 
scheduled for renovation; to be used as 
"Army Continuing Education Facility”: 2 
floors. 

Bldg. S-611 

Yuma Proving Ground 
Yuma, Co: Yuma/La Paz. AZ 85365-9102 
Location: Main Administrative Area—Near 
intersection of 5th and D Streets. 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013928 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1840 sq. ft.; 1 story wood and 
stucco frame; most recent use—child care 
center. 

Bldg. S-1005 
Yuma Proving Ground 
Yuma. Co: Yuma/La Paz, AZ 85365-9102 
Location: Main Administrative Area—Near 
intersection of 7th and F Streets. 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013930 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 176 sq. ft.; 1 story wood and stucco 
frame; most recent use—cold storage and 
refrigeration facility. 

Bldg. T67208 

U.S. Army Intelligence Center 
Fort Huachuca 

Sierra Vista, Co: Cochise. AZ 85635- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120113 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2546 sq. ft., one story wood, most 
recent use—storage. 

Bldg. T70224 

U.S. Army Intelligence Center 
Fort Huachuca 

Sierra Vista, Co: Cochise, AZ 85635- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120149 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1252 sq. ft., one story wood; most 
recent use—Administrative. 

Bldgs. 70117-70120 
Fort Huachuca 

Sierra Vista. Co: Cochise, AZ 85635- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219120306-219120309 
Status: Excess 

Comment: 3434 sq. ft. each, 1 story wood 
structures, presence of asbestos, most 
recent use—general instructional. 

Bldg. 70225—Fort Huachuca 
Sierra Vista. Co: Cochise. AZ 85635- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120310 
Status: Excess 


a 
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Comment: 3813 sq. ft., 1 story wood structure, 
presence of asbestos, most recent use— 
admin, gen. purpose. 

Bldg. 83006—Fort Huachuca 
Sierra Vista. Co: Chochise, AZ 85635- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120311 
Status: Excess 

Comment: 2062 sq. ft., 1 story wood structure, 
presence of asbestos, most recent use— 
admin, gen. purpose. 

Bldg. 83007—Fort Huachuca 
Sierra Vista, Co: Cochise. AZ 85035- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 2191203i2 
Status: Excess 

Comment: 2000 sq. ft., 2 story wood structure, 
presence of asbestos, most recent use— 
admin, gen. purpose. 

Bldg. 83008—Fort Huachuca 
Sierra Vista, Co: Cochise. AZ 85635- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120313 
Status: Excess 

Comment: 2192 sq ft.. 2 story wood structure, 
presence of asbestos, most recent use— 
admin, gen. purpose. 

Bldg. 83015—Fort Huachuca 
Sierra Vista. Co: Cochise. AZ 85635- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120314 
Status: Excess 

Comment: 2325 sq. ft., 1 story wood structure, 
presence of asbestos, most recent use— 
admin, gen. purpose. 

Arkansas 
Fort Chaffee 
U.S. Army Garrison 
1095 4th Avenue 

Barling, Co: Sebastian, AR 72905-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012811 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 3634 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; selected periods used for 
military/training exercises. 

Fort Chaffee 
U.S. Army Garrison 
1094 4th Avenue 

Barling, Co: Sebastian. AR 72905-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012812 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 2181 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; selected periods used for 
military/training exercises. 

Fort Chaffee 
U.S. Army Garrison 
1092 4th Avenue 

Barling Co: Sebastian. AR 72905-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012813 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 3321 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; selected periods used for 
military/training exercises. 

U.S. Army Garrison 
Fort Chaffee 
1070 2nd Avenue 

Barling. Co: Sebastian, AR 72905-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013267 
Status: Underutilized 


Comment: 3191 sq. ft.; 2 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos: selected periods used for 
military training: most recent use— 
barracks. 

U.S. Army Garrison 
Fort Chaffee 
260 Taylor Avenue 

Fort Chaffee. Co: Sebastian, AR 72905-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219110112 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 173 sq. ft: one story; no water or 
heat in bldg.; most recent use— 
administration. 

U.S. Army Garrison 
Fort Chaffee 
263 Taylor Avenue 

Fort Chaffee, Co: Sebastian. AR 72905-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219110113 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 707 sq. ft.; one story; no water or 
heat in bldg.; needs rehab; most recent 
use—storage. 

California 

Bldgs. T-1771 thru T-1775 
Fort Ord 

Fort Ord, Co: Monterey, CA 93940- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Numbers: 219010738. 219010740. 

219010742-219010745 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2 story each; possible asbestos, 
needs extensive repairs. 

Bldgs. 608-610, 612-619, 621-629 
Park8 Reserve Forces Training Area 
Dublin, Co: Alameda, CA 94129- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers. 219012855-219012874 
Status: Unutilized 
Comment: 49500 sq. ft. each; 2 story 
temporary wood; extensive asbestos 
present; most recent use—barracks. 

Bldgs. 856-869. 875, 881-887. 889-890 
Parks Reserve Forces Training Area 
Dublin, Co: Alameda. CA 94129- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219012884-219012897. 

219012902-219012911 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 63290 sq. ft. each; 2 story 
temporary wood; extensive asbestos 
present; most recent use—barracks. 

Bldgs. 988. 906-909. 912-919. 924-938, 942-959. 

966-969. 971-972. 976-979. 987 
Parks Reserve Forces Training Area 
Dublin, Co: Alameda. CA 94129- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219012918. 219012923- 
219012926. 219012929-219012936, 
219012938-219012970. 219012975-219012978. 
219012930-219012981. 219012984-219012987. 
219012995 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 11300 sq. ft. each; 1 story 
temporary wood; extensive asbestos 
present; most recent use—barracks. 

Bldgs. 213-219, 227-229. 237-249. 252-269. 279, 
282, 283, 286-289 

Parks Reserve Forces Training Area 
Dubin, Co: Alameda. CA 94129- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219013002-219013003 
219013011-219013013. 219013021-219013033. 


219013036-219013053. 219013062, 
219013065-219013066. 219013066-219013071 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 11500 sq. ft. each; 3 story 
temporary wood; extensive asbestos 
present; most recent use—barracks. 

Bldgs. 926-922. 940-941 

Parks Reserve Forces Training Area 

Dublin. Co: Alameda. CA 94129- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Numbers: 219030289-219030291. 

219030293-219030294 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 11300 sq. ft. each; 1 story wood 
frame; needs major rehab; extensive 
asbestos present. 

EM Barracks, T-1201 thru T-1204, T-1208. T- 
1214 

Sierra Army Depot 

DS Hall Avenue 

Herlong, Co: Lassen. CA 96113- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Numbers: 219110117-219110122 

Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 5310 sq. ft. each; two story wood 
frame; security restrictions. 

Open Mess & NCO Club. T-1218 

Sierra Army Depot 

DS Hall Avenue 

Herlong. Co: Lassen. CA 96113- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219110123 

Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 8694 sq. ft.; one story wood frame; 
needs rehab: presence of asbestos; security 
restrictions. 

Bldg. 80 

L 09 Alamitos Armed Forces Reserve Center 
Main entrance on Lexington Dr. 

Los Alamitos. Co: Orange, CA 90720-5001 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120315 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1024 sq. ft., 2 story concrete-wood 
plaster, possible asbestos, off-site use only, 
most recent use—nose hanger. 

Bldg. 95 

Los Alamitos Armed Forces Reserve Center 
Main entrance on Lexington Dr. 

Los Alamitos, Co: Orange. CA 90720-5001 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120316 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 392 sq. ft.. 1 story raised portable, 
off-site use only, most recent use—radar 
maint. shop. 

Bldg. 186 

Los Alamitos Armed Forces Reserve Center 
Main entrance on Lexington Dr. 

Los Alamitos, Co: Orange. CA 90720-5001 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120317 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 996 sq. ft., 1 story steel, off-site use 
only, most recent use—storage 
Bldg. 196 

Los Alamitos Armed Forces Reserve Center 
Main entrance on Lexington Dr. 

Los Alamitos. Co: Orange, CA 90720-5001 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120318 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1029 sq. ft., stucco structure, off¬ 
site use only, most recent use—storage 
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Bldg. 197 

Los Alamitos Armed Farces Reserve Center 
Main entrance on l*exington Dr. 

Los Alamitos. Co: Orange. CA 90720-5001 
landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120319 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 720 sq. ft.. 1 story stucco structure, 
ofl-site use only, most recent use—storage, 
possible asbestos 
Bldgs. 262-283, 265. 268 
Los Alamitos Armed Forces Reserve Center 
Main entrance on Lexington Dt. 

Los Alamitos. Co. Orange. CA 90720-5001 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219120320-219120323 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 448 sq. ft. trailers, off-site use only, 
most recent use—storage 

Colorado 

Bldg. 1642. Fort Carson 
Speaker Avenue 

Colorado Springs. Co: El Paso. CO 80913- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219140077 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1575 sq. ft.. 1 9tory wood, needs 
rehab, most recent use—admin, bldg- 
presence of asbestos 
Bldgs. 221B 2327. 2335. 2336. 2435 
Fort Carson 
Speaker Avenue 

Colorado Springs. Co: El Paso. CO 80913- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Numbers: 219140078. 219140091. 

219140170. 219140171. 219140178 
Status; Unutilized 

Comment: 2488 sq. ft. each. 1 story wood. 

needs rehab, presence of asbestos 
Bldgs. 2222. 2225-2226. 2317. 2320-2321. 2323- 
2325. 2330, 2333-2334, 2418, 2422. 2424 
Fort Carson 

Colorado Springs. Co: El Paso. CO 80913- 
l^ndholdmg Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219140079. 219140082- 
219140089. 219140168. 219140168-2191401B9. 
219140172. 219140174-219140175 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 5310 sq. ft. each. 2 story wood. 

needs rehab, presence of asbestos. 

Bldgs. 2223-2224. Fort Carson 
Colorado Springs, Co: El Paso. CO 80913- 
l.andholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219140080-219140081 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4720 sq. ft each. 2 story wood. 

needs rehab, presence of asbestos. 

Bldg. 2419. Fort Carson 
Polio Street 

Colorado Springs. Co: El Paso. CO 80913- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140173 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1852 sq. ft., 1 story wood, needs 
rehab, most recent use—education center, 
presence of asbestos. 

Bldg. 2425. Fort Carson 
Polio Street 

Colorado Springs. Co: El Paso, CO 80913- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219140176 
Status: Unutilized 


Comment: 2700 sq. ft., 1 story wood, needs 
rehab, most recent use—admin, bldg- 
presence of asbestos. 

Bldg. 2433. Fort Carson 
Specker Avenue 

Colorado Springs, Co: El Paso. CO 80913- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219140177 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3108 sq. ft.. 1 story wood, needs 
rehab, most recent use—education center, 
presence of asbestos. 

Bldg. 2331, Fort Carson 
Mister Street 

Colorado Springs. Co: El Pa90. CO 80913- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140187 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1850 sq. fL. 1 story wood, needs 
rehab, most recent use—storage, presence 
of asbestos. 

Georgia 

Bldgs. 4920, 4921. 4910-4911. 4928 
Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219010002-219010003. 

219010105-219010106. 219010108 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1888 sq. ft. each; most recent use— 
barracks: needs rehab. 

Bldg. 4915 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010004 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1297 sq. fL. most recent use— 
headquarters building; needs rehab 
Bldg. 4914 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010005 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 810 sq. ft- most recent use —arms 
building; needs rehab 
Bldg. 4927 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010107 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1888 sq. ft- most recent use— 
classrooms; 2-stories: needs rehab. 

Bldgs. 5288-5290 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219010109-219010111 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1216 sq. fL. each; most recent 
use—arms buildings; needs rehab. 

Bldgs. 5291, 5293-5295 
Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219010112, 219010114- 
219010116 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2529 sq. ft. each: most recent use— 
dining room; needs rehab. 

Bldg. 5292 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. CA 31906- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010113 
Status: Unutilized 


Comment: 2525 sq. ft.; most recent use- 
snack ban needs rehab. 

Bldg. 5297 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
lumdholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010117 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1080 sq. ft.; most recent use— 
storehouse; needs rehab. 

Bldgs. 5298-5299 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. CA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219010118-219010119 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3759 sq. ft. each: most recent use— 
general; needs rehab. 

Bldgs. 5300. 5302 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219010120. 219010122 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1400 sq. ft. each; most recent use— 
day room; needs rehab. 

Bldgs. 5301. 5303-5305 
Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219010121. 219010123- 
219010125 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2124 sq. ft. each; most recent use— 
barracks; needs rehab. 

Bldg. 5306 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. CA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010126 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2406 9q. ft- most recent use— 
dining room; needs rehab. 

Bldg 5307 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219010127 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1216 sq. ft.; most recent use—arms 
building; needs rehab. 

Bldg. 5308 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010128 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1680 sq. ft- most recent use— 
storehouse: needs rehab. 

Bldg. 5309 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landbolding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010129 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1829 sq. ft- most recent use— 
clinic: needs rehab. 

Bldgs. 5310 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, CA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010130 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3484 sq. ft- most recent use— 
diagnostic center; needs rehab. 

Bldg. 5311 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010131 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 5767 sq. ft- most recent use—post 
exchange (store); needs rehab. 
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Bldg. 5315 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010132 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2930 sq. ft.: most recent use— 
hdqts. bldg.; needs rehab. 

Bldg. 5316 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. CA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010133 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1400 sq. ft.; most recent use—day 
room; needs rehab. 

Bldg. 5320 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010134 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2124 sq. ft.; most recent use— 
barracks: needs rehab. 

Bldgs. 5366-5367 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219010135-219010136 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3759 sq. ft. each: most recent use— 
recreation bldg.; needs rehab. 

Bldg. 5390 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010137 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2432 sq. ft.; most recent use— 
dining room; needs rehab. 

Bldg. 5326 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010139 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2486 sq. ft.; most recent use—arms 
bldg.; needs rehab. 

Bldg. 5324 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010141 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2124 sq. ft.: most recent use— 
barracks; needs rehab. 

Bldg. 5323 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010142 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2525 sq. ft. ea.; most recent use— 
dining room; needs rehab. 

Bldgs. 5322, 5321 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219010143-219010144 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2124 sq. ft. each; most recent use— 
barracks; needs rehab. 

Bldgs. 5360. 5361. 5363 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Numbers: 219010145-219010146. 

219010148 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3759 sq. ft.; most recent use— 
recreation bldg.; needs rehab. 

Bldg.5362 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 


Property Number 219010147 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 5559 sq. ft.; most recent use— 
service club; needs rehab. 

Bldg. 5365 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010150 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3759 sq. ft.; most recent use— 
recreation bldg.; needs rehab. 

Bldg. 5392 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010151 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2432 sq. ft.; most recent use— 
dining room; needs rehab. 

Bldg.5391 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010152 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2432 sq. ft.; most recent use— 
dining room; needs rehab. 

Bldg. 4865 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011447 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1098 sq. ft.; 1 floor, most recent 
use—storehouse, needs rehab. 

Bldgs. 4867-4870 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011448, 219011450- 
219011452 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1888 sq. ft. each, 2 floors; most 
recent use—trainee barracks; needs rehab/ 
major construction to be habitable. 

Bldg. 4871 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011453 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1507 sq. ft.; 1 floor most recent 
use—day room; needs major rehab/ 
construction to be made habitable. 

Bldg.4875 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011455 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1888 sq. ft.; 2 floors; most recent 
use—BN classrooms: major rehab/ 
construction required to be habitable. 

Bldg. 4872 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011458 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2183 sq. ft.; 1 floor; most recent 
use—dining room; major construction 
required to be made habitable. 

Bldg.4873 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 


Property Number 219011465 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2183 sq. ft.; 1 floor most recent 
use—dining room; major construction 
required to be made habitable. 

Bldg. 4874 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011467 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1507 sq. ft.; 1 floor most recent 
use—day room; major construction 
required to be made habitable. 

Bldgs. 4877. 4876. 4878, 4880. 4902^1905 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Numbers: 219011468, 219011470. 

219011472, 219011474, 219011476-219011479 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1888 sq. ft.; 2 floors; most recent 
use—trainee barracks; major rehab/ 
construction required to be habitable. 

Bldg. 4906 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011480 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1507 sq. ft.; 1 floor, most recent 
use—day room; major construction 
required to be made habitable. 

Bldgs. 4907, 4908 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011481, 219011482 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2183 sq. ft. each; 1 floor, most 
recent use—dining room facility; major 
construction required to be made habitable. 
Bldg.4909 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, CA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011483 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1507 sq. ft.; 1 floor; most recent 
use—day room; major construction 
required to be made habitable. 

Bldg. 4901 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011484 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 810 sq. ft.; 1 floor most recent 
use—other inst st.; major rehab/ 
construction to be made habitable is 
required. 

Bldg.4866 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011485 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 794 sq. ft.; 1 floor, most recent 
use—arms bldg.; major rehab./construction 
required to be made habitable. 

Bldg.4879 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
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Property Number 219011466 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 794 sq. ft; 1 floor; most recent 
use—arms building; major rehab/ 
construction required to be habitable. 

Bldgs. 4605. 4615 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011493-219011494 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 915 sq. ft; buildings in poor 
condition, major construction needed to be 
made habitable. 

Bldgs. 4642, 4643 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011495-219011496 
Status: Unutitized 

Comment: 3.068 sq. ft. each, buildings in poor 
condition, major construction needed to be 
made habitable. 

Bldgs. 4747. 4834 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
l.andholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011497-219011498 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 794 sq ft. each, buildings in poor 
condition, major construction needed to be 
made habitable. 

Bldg. 4835 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011499 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1,501 sq ft., building in poor 
condition, major construction needed to be 
made habitable. 

Bldgs. 4840. 4841 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011500-219011501 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2.930 sq ft., building in poor 
condition, major construction needed to be 
made habitable. 

Bldg. 4843 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011502 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1,776 sq ft., building in poor 
condition, major construction needed to be 
made habitable. 

Bldg. 4844 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. CA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011503 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3.776 sq ft, building in poor 

condition, major construction needed to be 
made habitable. 

Bldg. 4846 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. CA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011504 
Status: Unutilized 


Comment: 1.455 sq ft., building in poor 
condition, major construction needed to be 
made habitable. 

Bldg. 4847 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011505 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 900 sq ft., building in poor 
condition, major construction needed to be 
made habitable. 

Bldg. 4846 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. CA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011506 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 804 sq ft., building in poor 
condition, major construction needed to be 
made habitable. 

Bldgs. 4851-4854. 4859-4862 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. CA 31905- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Numbers: 219011507-219011510. 

219011515-219011518 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1.888 sq ft. each, buildings In poor 
condition, major construction needed to be 
made habitable. 

Bldg. 4855 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, CA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011511 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1,507 sq ft., building in poor 
condition, major construction needed to be 
made habitable. 

Bldg. 4856 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011512 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2.183 sq ft., building in poor 
condition, major construction needed to be 
made habitable. 

Bldg. 4857 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011513 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2,160 sq ft., building in poor 
condition, major construction needed to be 
made habitable. 

Bldg. 4858 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. CA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011514 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1.507 sq ft, building in poor 
condition, major construction needed to be 
made habitable. 

Bldg. 4863 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. CA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011519 
Status: Unutilized 
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Comment: 794 sq ft., building in poor 
condition, major construction needed to be 
made habitable. 

Bldg. 4864 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219011520 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1,292 sq ft., building in poor 
condition, major construction needed to be 
made habitable. 

Bldg. 4507 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011673 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1,888 sq ft, most recent use— 
barracks, needs substantial rehabilitation. 

2 floors. 

Bldgs. 4506. 4505 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011675-219011676 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2,145 sq ft. each; most recent use— 
dining facilities, needs substantial 
rehabilitation. 1 floor. 

Bldg. 4487 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011681 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1.868 sq ft.; most recent use- 
telephone exchange bldg.; needs 
substantia] rehabilitation; 1 floor. 

Bldg. 4484 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011682 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1,098 sq ft.; most recent use- 
storehouse; needs substantial 
rehabilitation; 1 floor. 

Bldg. 4319 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011683 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2,584 sq ft.; most recent use- 
vehicle maintenance shop; needs 
substantial rehabilitation; 1 floor. 

Bldgs. 4481.4479 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 2190116B5-219011686 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1507 sq. ft. each; most recent use— 
administrative (day room); needs 
substantial rehabilitation; 1 floor. 

Bldg. 3400 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011694 
Status: Unutilized 
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Comment: 2570 sq. ft.; most recent use—fire 
station; needs substantial rehabilitation; 1 
floor. 

Bldg. 2285 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
I.andhoiding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011704 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4574 sq. ft.; most recent use— 
clinic; needs substantial rehabilitation; 1 
floor. 

Bldg. 4092 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011709 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 336 sq. ft.; most recent use— 
inflamable materials storage; needs 
substantial rehabilitation; 1 floor. 

Bldg. 4089 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011710 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 176 sq. ft.; most recent use—gas 
station; needs substantial rehabilitation; 1 
floor. 

Bldg. 5266 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012364 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1400 sq. ft; one story; most recent 
use—day room; in poor condition; needs 
major rehab. 

Bldgs. 5267-5275, 5277-5263 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219012365. 219012367- 
219012370. 219012372-219012375, 
219012378-219012379, 219012381-219012363, 
219012365-219012386 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2124 sq. ft.: 2 story; most recent 
use—barracks; poor condition; needs major 
repair. 

Bldg.4936 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012388 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1888 sq. ft.; 2 ataiy; most recent 
use—barracks; poor condition; needs major 
rehab. 

Bldg. 4937 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012360 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2183 sq. ft.; 1 story; most recent 
use—dining room; poor condition; needs 
major rehab. 

Bldg. 4938 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012391 


Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1320 sq. ft; one story; most recent 
use—administrative; poor condition; needs 
major rehab. 

Bldg. 4939 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219012392 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1800 sq. ft.; one story; moat recent 
use—classrooms; poor condition; needs 
major rehab. 

Bldg. 4951 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012394 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2192 sq. ft; one story; most recent 
use—storehouse; poor condition; needs 
major rehab. 

Bldg. 4953 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012395 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 794 sq. ft; 1 story; most recent 
use—storehouse: poor condition; needs 
major rehab. 

Bldg. 4954 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219012397 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1888 sq. ft.; 2 story; most recent 
use—custody fac.; poor condition; needs 
major rehab. 

Bldg. 4926 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012398 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1888 sq. ft.; 2 story; most recent 
use—classrooms; poor condition; needs 
major rehab. 

Bldg. 4925 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219012460 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1507 sq. fL; one story; most recent 
use—classroom; poor condition; needs 
major rehab. 

Bldg. 4924 
Fort Benning 

Fori Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012461 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2183 sq. ft.; one story; most recent 
use—dining room; poor condition; needs 
major rehab. 

Bldgs. 4919, 4918. 4929, 4931, 4912, 4933. 4935 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
l*andholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219012403-219012404. 
219012406, 219012410. 219012417-219012418, 
219012422 


Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1888 sq. ft. each; 2 story; most 
recent use—barracks: poor condition; 
needs major rehab. 

Bldgs. 4917, 4930 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219012405, 219012408 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 810 sq. ft. each: 1 story; most 
recent use—arms building; poor condition; 
needs major rehab. 

Bldg. 5287 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012411 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1216 sq. ft.; 1 story; most recent 
use—arms building; poor condition; needs 
major rehab. 

Bldg. 4934 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012419 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1507 sq. ft.; one story; most recent 
use—dayroom; needs major rehab. 

Bldg. 4932 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012421 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 794 sq. ft.; 1 story; most recent 
use—storehouse; needs rehab. 

Bldgs. 34402. 34404. 35401 
Fort Gordon 

Augusta. Co: Richmond. GA 30905- 
Location: Located on Barnes Avenue and 20th 
street. 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014285-219014287 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4524 sq. fL each; 2 story wood 
structure; needs major rehab; off-site use 
only. 

Bldgs. 1235.1236 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219014887-219014688 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 9367 sq. ft.; 1 story building; needs 
rehab; most recent use—General 
Storehouse. 

Bldg. 1251 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014889 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 18365 sq. fU 1 story building; 
needs rehab; most recent use—Arms 
Repair Shop. 

Bldg. 2591 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014900 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1663 sq. ft.; 1 story building; needs 
rehab; most recent use—General 
storehouse. 
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Bldg. 3005-3010 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219014907-219014912 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 7680 sq. ft. each; 2 story building; 

needs rehab; most recent use—Barracks. 
Bldg. 3080 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014913 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1372 sq. ft.; 1 story building; needs 
rehab; most recent use—General 
Storehouse. 

Bldg. 3081 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014914 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2284 sq. ft.; 1 story building; needs 
rehab; most recent use—Clinic. 

Bldg. 4022 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014915 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1712 sq. ft.; 1 story building; 

needs rehab; most recent use—Clinic. 

Bldg. 4491 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014916 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 18240 sq. ft.; 1 story building; 
needs rehab; most recent use—Vehicle 
maintenance shop. 

Bldg. 4500 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014917 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1372 sq. ft.; 1 story building; needs 
rehab; most recent use—Arms Building. 
Bldg. 4511 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014918 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4720 sq. ft.; 2 story building: needs 
rehab; most recent use—Barracks. 

Bldg. 4633 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014919 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 5069 sq. ft.; 1 story building; needs 
rehab; most recent use—Training Building. 
Bldg. 4634 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014920 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 5069 sq. ft. each; 1 story building; 
needs rehab; most recent use—Training 
Building. 

Bldgs. 4646. 4690 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219014921, 219014923 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1372 sq. ft. each; 1 story building; 
needs rehab; most recent use—General 
Storehouse. 


Bldg. 4649 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014922 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2250 sq. ft.; 1 story building; needs 
rehab; most recent use—Headquarters 
Building. 

Bldg. 4751 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014924 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3960 sq. ft.; 1 story building: needs 
rehab; most recent use—Recreation 
building. 

Bldg. 4752 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014925 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2284 sq. ft., 1 story building; needs 
rehab; most recent use—Headquarters 
Building. 

Bldg. 95 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120253 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1006 sq. ft., 1 story, most recent 
use—fire station annex rehab. 

Bldg. 1234 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120254 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 16148 sq. ft.. 2 story, most recent 
use—officer’s club, needs rehab. 

Bldg. 1684 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120255 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2671 sq. ft.. 1 story needs rehab, 
most recent use—administration/general 
purpose. 

Bldgs. 1724.1827 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219120256. 219120257 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 943 sq. ft.. 1 story, needs rehab, 
most recent use—general purpose 
warehouse. 

Bldg. 2150 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120258 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3909 sq. ft.. 1 story, needs rehab. 

most recent use—general inst. bldg. 

Bldgs. 2212. 2213 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219120259-219120260 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4720 sq. ft. each, 2 story, needs 
rehab, most recent use—drug abuse center. 


Bldg. 2214 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219120261 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2253 sq. ft., 1 story, needs rehab, 
most recent use—enlisted persons dining 
room. 

Bldg. 2215 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120282 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1844 sq. ft., 1 story, needs rehab. 

most recent use—day room. 

Bldg. 2409 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning, Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120263 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 9348 sq. ft.. 1 story, needs rehab, 
most recent use—general purpose 
warehouse. 

Bldg. 2548 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120264 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2337 sq. ft., 1 story, needs rehab, 
most recent use—clinic w/o beds. 

Bldg. 2590 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219120265 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3132 sq. ft.. 1 story, needs rehab, 
most recent use—vehicle maintenance 
shop. 

Bldg. 3828 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120266 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 628 sq. ft.. 1 story, needs rehab. 

most recent use—general storehouse. 
Bldg. 5284 
Fort Benning 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee. GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120267 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 5310 sq. ft., 2 story, needs rehab, 
most recent use—trainee barracks. 

Indiana 
Bldg. 719-1 

Indiana Army Ammunition Plant 
Charlestown Co: Clark, IN 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013578 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 5000 sq. ft.; 1 story brick frame; 
secured area with alternate access; most 
recent use—administration. 

Bldg. 703-1C 

Indiana Army Ammunition Plant 
Charlestown Co: Clark. IN 
Location: Gate 22 off Highway 22 
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Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013761 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 4000 sq. ft.; 2 story brick frame; 
possible asbestos; most recent use— 
exercise area. 

Bldg. 1011 (Portion of) 

Indiana Army Ammunition Plant 

End of 3rd Street 

Charlestown Co: Clark, IN 

Location: East of State Highway 62 at Gate 3 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219013762 

Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 4040 sq. ft.; 1 story concrete block 
frame; possible asbestos: secured srea with 
alternate access; most recent use—office. 
Bldg. 1001 (Portion of) 

Indiana Army Ammunition Plant 
Charlestown Co: Clark, IN 
Location: South end of 3rd Street. East of 
Highway 62 at entrance gate. 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013763 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 55630 sq. ft.; 1 story concrete 
block; possible asbestos; secured area with 
alternate access; most recent use—cloth 
bag manufacturing. 

Bldg. 720 

Indiana Army Ammunition Plant 
Charlestown Co: Clark, IN 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013765 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 5000 sq. ft.; 2 story brick frame; 
possible asbestos; secured area with 
alternate access; most recent use— 
administrative. 

Kansas 

Bldg T-1383 
Fort Riley 

Fori Riley Co: Geary, KS 66442- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013774 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3664 sq. ft.; 2 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; mo9t recent use—open- 
bay trainee barracks with gang latrine. 

Bldg. T-2080 
Fort Riley 

Fort Riley Co: Geary. KS 66442- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013775 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment; 3852 sq. ft.; 2 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; most recent use—open- 
bay trainee barracks with gang latrine. 

Bldg. T-2324 
Fort Riley 

Fort Riley Co: Geary, KS 66442- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013777 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3422 sq. ft.; 2 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; most recent use—open- 
bay trainee barracks with gang latrines. 
Bldg. T-629 

Fort Leavenworth—NCO Club Building 
Combined Arms Command 
Leavenworth Co: Leavenworth. KS 66027- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219110148 
Status: Unutilized 


Comment: 17549 gross sq. ft.; 2 story wood 
frame: needs rehab; termite infested; 
possible asbestos: off-site use only. 

Bldg. 1358-1360. 1363-1364. 1439. 1441-1442. 
1445,1454-1455.1461.1392.1397-1399, 1403, 

1405, 1407.1410-1411 
Fort Leavenworth 
Pershing Park 

Leavenworth. KS. Leavenworth. Zip: 66027- 
Property Numbers: 219140105-219140107. 
219140110-219140111. 219140115. 
219140117-219140118. 219140121. 
219140127-219140128. 219140133. 219140141, 
219140146-219140148. 219140152. 219140154. 
219140156. 219140159-219140160 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1075 sq. ft. each. 1 story wood 
frame, needs rehab, off-site use only, 
presence of asbestos, most recent use— 
family housing. 

Bldgs 1361-1362.1366-1367.1440. 1453. 1456- 
1458.1460. 1462. 1464. 1395-1396. 1402.1404, 

1406, 1409 
Fort Leavenworth 
Pershing Park 

Leavenworth. KS. Leavenworth, Zip; 66027- 
Property Numbers: 219140108-219140109, 
219140113-219140114. 219140116. 219140126. 
219140129-219140132. 219140134. 219140136. 
219140144-219140145. 219140151. 219140153. 
219140155. 2191402158 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 863 sq ft., 1 story wood frame, 
needs rehab, off-site use only, presence of 
asbestos, most recent use—family housing. 
Bldgs. 1365.1443-1444. 1446-1449. 1463,1465, 
1401 

Fort Leavenworth 
Pershing Park 

Leavenworth. KS. Leavenworth, Zip: 66027- 
Property Numbers: 219140112, 219140119- 
219140120, 219140122-219140125. 219140135, 
219140137, 219140150 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1025 sq. ft. each. 1 story wood 
frame, needs rehab, off-site use only, 
presence of asbestos, most recent use— 
family housing. 

Bldg, 1466A. Fort Leavenworth 
Pershing Park 

Leavenworth, KS. Leavenworth, Zip: 66027- 
Property Number 219140136 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1536 sq. ft., 1 story wood frame, 
needs rehab, off-site use only, presence of 
asbestos, most recent use—detached 
garage. 

Bldg. 1467, Fort Leavenworth 
Pershing Park 

Leavenworth. KS, Leavenworth. Zip: 66027- 
Property Number: 219140139 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 584 sq. ft., 1 story wood frame, 
needs rehab, off-site use only, presence of 
asbestos, most recent use—office scout 
bldg. 

Bldg. 1357, Fort Leavenworth 
Pershing Park 

Leavenworth. KS. Leavenworth. Zip: 66027- 
Property Number: 219140140 
Status: unutilized 

Comment: 1512 sq. ft., 1 story wood frame, 
needs rehab, off-site use only, presence of 
asbestos, most recet use—detached garage. 
Bldg. 1393-1394, 1408. 1413. 1452 


Fort Leavenworth 
Pershing Park 

Leavenworth. KS. Leavenworth. Zip: 66027- 
Property Numbers: 219140142-219140143. 

219140157. 219140161, 219140164 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1008 sq. ft. 1 story wood frame, 
needs rehab, off-site use only, presence of 
asbestos, most recent use—detached 
garages. 

Bldg.1400. 1450. 1451 
Fort Leavenworth 
Pershing Park 

Leavenworth. KS. Leavenworth, Zip: 66027- 
Property Numbers: 219140149, 219140162- 
219140163 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1776 sq. ft. each. 1 story wood 
frame, needs rehab, off-site use only, 
presence of asbestos, most recent use— 
detached garages. 

Bldg. 1459. Fort Leavenworth 
Pershing Park 

Leavenworth. KS, Leavenworth. Zip: 66027- 
Property Number: 219140165 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1272 sq. ft., 1 story wood frame, 
needs rehab, off-site use only, presence of 
asbestos, most recent use—detached 
garage. 

Kentucky 

Bldg. 104 
Fort Campbell 

Fort Campbell Co: Christian. KY 42223- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219010937 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 15066 sq. ft.; two story; possible 
asbestos; most recent use—barracks. 

Bldg. 128. 141, 147.149.161,165, 167, 169. 143 
Fort Campbell 

Fort Campbell Co: Christian. KY 42223- 
l,andholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219010938. 219010940- 
219010946. 219013139 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 12576 sq. ft. each two story; 
possible asbestos; most recent use— 
storage/child care/administration. 

Bldg. 122 
Fort Campbell 

Fort Campbell Co: Christian. KY 42223- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010939 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 1488 sq. ft.; two story; possible 
asbestos; most recent use—storage and 
administration. 

Bldg. 2244 
Fort Campbell 

Fort Campbell Co: Christian. KY 42223- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010948 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 4248 sq. ft.; possible asbestos; two 
story; most recent use—storage. 

Bldg. 3110 
Fort Campbell 

Fort Campbell Co: Christian. KY 42223- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010950 
Status: Underutilized 
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Comment: 1000 sq. ft.; one story; possible 
asbestos: most recent use—administration. 
Bldg. 5954. 5956. 5958. 5960 
Fort Campbell 

Fort Campbell Co: Christian. KY 42223- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010953. 219010956. 

219010958. 219010961 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 2179 sq. ft. each: one story; 
possible asbestos: most recent use— 
Military Vehicle Maintenance Shop. 
Organizational. 

Bldg. 6605 
Fort Campbell 

Fort Campbell Co: Christian. KY 42223- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219010968 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 1968 sq. ft.; one story: most recent 
use—storage. 

Bldg. 3148 
Ft. Campbell 

Ft. Campbell Co: Christian. KY 42223- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013223 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 2200 sq. ft.: 1 story; possible 
asbestos: selected periods used for 
military/training exercises. 

Bldg. 6301. Fort Knox 
Ft. Knox Co: Hardin. KY 40121- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140015 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3774 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame, 
needs rehab, presence of asbestos, most 
recent use—office 
Bldg. 6302. Fort Knox 
Ft. Knox Co: Hardin, KY 40121- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140016 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1487 sq. ft.. 1 story wood frame, 
needs rehab, presence of asbestos, most 
recent use—office 
Bldg. 6303. Fort Know 
Ft. Knox Co: Hardin. KY 40121- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140017 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1254 sq. ft., 1 story wood frame, 
needs rehab, presence of asbestos, most 
recent use—storage 
Bldg. 6304. Fort Knox 
Ft. Knox Co: Hardin, KY 40121- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219140018 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1062 sq. ft.. 1 story wood frame, 
needs rehab, presence of asbestos, most 
recent use—storage 
Bldg. 6305. Fort Knox 
Ft. Knox Co: Hardin. KY 40121- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140019 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2257 sq. ft.. 1 story wood frame, 
needs rehab, presence of asbestos, most 
recent use—storage 
Bldg. 6306. Fort Knox 
Ft. Knox Co: Hardin. KY 40121- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219140020 


Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1941 sq. ft.. 1 story wood frame, 
needs rehab, presence of asbestos, most 
recent use—office 
Bldg. 6307. Fort Knox 
Ft. Knox Co: Hardin. KY 40121- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140021 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1811 sq. ft.. 1 story wood frame, 
needs rehab, presence of asbestos, most 
recent use—office. 

Bldg. 6308. Fort Knox 
Ft. Knox Co: Hardin, KY 40121- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219140022 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3113 sq. ft.. 1 story wood frame, 
needs rehab, presence of asbestos, most 
recent use—classroom. 

Louisiana 
Bldg. 417 
8th Street 

Ft. Polk Co: Vernon. LA 71459-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219012682 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 7870 sq. ft.; 2 story temporary 
wood frame, possible asbestos; most recent 
use—BOQ. 

Bldg. 7124 
Reserve Road 

Fort Polk Co: Vernon. LA 71459-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012688 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2500 sq. ft.; 1 story temporary 
wood frame; most recent use—recreation 
room. 

Bldgs. 7129-7132. 7134-7135, 7161-7183. 7166- 
7168 

Fort Polk Co: Vernon. LA 71459-5000 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Numbers: 219012689-219012692. 

219012694-219012695. 219012699-219012704 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4957 sq. ft.; 2 story temporary 
wood frame; possible asbestos; most recent 
use—barracks. 

Bldg. 7143 
“D” Avenue 

Ft. Polk Co: Vernon, LA 71459-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012696 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2250 sq. ft.; 1 story temporary 
wood frame; possible asbestos; most recent 
use—dining facility. 

Bldg. T-7157 
Guard Road 

Fort Polk Co: Vernon. LA 71459-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012698 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4357 sq. ft.; 2 story; possible 
asbestos; most recent use—barracks. 

Bldg. 7183 
°tr Avenue 

Fort Polk Co: Vernon. LA 71459-5000 
landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012705 
Status: Unutilized 


Comment: 2630 sq. ft.; 1 temporary wood 
frame, possible asbestos; most recent use— 
dining facility. 

Bldg. 7184 
“D” Avenue 

Fort Polk Co: Vernon. LA 71459-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012706 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2630 sq. ft.; 1 story temporary 
wood frame; possible asbestos; most recent 
use—dining facility. 

Bldg. 7187 
“D" Avenue 

Fort Polk Co: Vernon. LA 71459-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012707 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2250 sq. ft.; 1 story temporary 
wood frame; possible asbestos; most recent 
use—dining facility. 

Bldg. 7304 
Armored Road 

Fort Polk Co: Vernon. LA 71459-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012712 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 6103 sq. ft; 2 story temporary wood 
frame; most recent use—storage. 

Bldg. 7430 
1st Street 

Fort Polk Co: Vernon. IJV 71459-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012715 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4987 sq. ft; 2 story temporary 
frame; most recent use—storage. 

Bldg. 8026 
10th Street 

Fort Polk Co: Vernon. LA 71459-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012724 
Status; Underutilized 

Comment: 2580 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 

most recent use—storage. 

Bldg. 8226 
12th Street 

Ft. Polk Co: Vernon. LA 71459-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012729 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2050 sq. ft.; 1 story temporary 
wood frame; possible asbestos: most recent 
use—dining facility. 

Bldg. 7175 
Ft. Polk 
3rd Street 

Fort Polk Co: Vernon. LA 71459- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013770 
Status: Excess 

Comment: 7527 sq. ft.; temporary wood 
structure: scheduled for demolition: 
seriously deteriorated. 

Bldg. T-4701 
Fort Polk 

Ft. Polk. LA. Vernon. Zip: 71459-5000 
Property Number 219140045 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1000 sq. ft.. 1 story, most recent 
use—office. 

Bldg. T-4701 B 
Fort Polk 
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Ft. Poik. LA. Vernon, Zip: 71459-5000 
Property Number: 219140043 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 660 sq. ft.. 1 story, most recent 
use—storage. 

Bldgs. T-4702. T-4703, T-4705, T-4706 
Fort Polk 

Ft. Polk. LA. Vernon, Zip: 71459-5000 
Property Numbers: 219140047-219140048. 

219140050-219140051 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 5913 sq. ft. each. 2 story, most 
recent use—storage. 

Bldg. T-4704 
Fort Polk 

Ft. Polk. LA, Vernon. Zip: 71459-5000 
Property Number: 219140049 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3040 sq. ft.. 1 story, most recent 
use—storage. 

Bldg. T-4707 
Fort Polk 

Ft. Polk. LA. Vernon, Zip: 71459-5000 
Property Number: 219140052 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1045 sq. ft.. 1 story, most recent 
use—office. 

Bldg. T-4708 
Fort Polk 

Ft. Polk. LA, Vernon, Zip: 71459-5000 
Property Number: 219140053 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2184 sq. ft., 1 story, most recent 
use-office. 

Bldg. T—4709 
Fort Polk 

Ft. Polk. LA, Vernon, Zip: 71459-5000 
Property Number: 219140054 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3587 sq. ft., 1 story, most recent 
use—storage. 

Bldgs. T-4716, to T-4724, T-4726 to T-^1734 
Fort Polk 

Ft. Polk. LA, Vernon, Zip: 71459-5000 
Property Numbers: 219140055-219140063. 

219140065-219140073 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4357 sq. ft. each. 2 story, most 
recent use—barracks (storage). 

Bldg. T-4725 
Fort Polk 

Ft. Polk. LA. Vernon. Zip: 71459-5000 
Property Number: 219140064 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3044 sq. ft.. 1 story, most recent 
use—library. 

Maryland 
Bldg. 2030 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford, MD 21005-5001 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219011418 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3302 sq ft., one story, possible 
asbestos. 

Bldg. 2174 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford. MD 21005-5001 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219011419 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3540 sq ft., poor condition: utilities 
disconnected: one story: possible asbestos. 


Bldg. 3243 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford, MD 21005-5001 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219011420 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 11800 sq ft., possible asbestos, two 
story, potential utilities. 

Bldg. 3244 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford. MD 21005-5001 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number. 219011421 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3302 9q ft., one story, possible 
asbestos, potential utilities. 

Bldgs. 3621-3624, 3626-3629. 3634-3637, 3639- 
3642 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 
Aberdeen City Co: Harford, MD 21005-5001 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011422-219011425, 
219011427-219011430. 219011435-219011437, 
219011439-219011442 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4720 sq ft. each, two story, 
possible asbestos, poor condition, utilities 
disconnected. 

Bldg.3625 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford, MD 21005-5001 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219011426 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2031 sq ft., one story, utilities 
disconnected, poor condition, possible 
asbestos. 

Bldg. 3630 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford. MD 21005-5001 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219011431 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1750 sq ft., one story, possible 
asbestos, poor condition, utilities 
disconnected. 

Bldgs. 3631, 3632 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford. MD 21005-5001 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Numbers: 219011432, 219011433 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1513 sq ft. each, one story, possible 
asbestos, poor condition, utilities 
disconnected. 

Bldg. 3633 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford, MD 21005-5001 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219011434 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1754 sq ft., one story, utilities 
disconnected, possible asbestos, poor 
condition. 

Bldg.3638 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford. MD 21005-5001 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219011438 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 18880 sq ft., one story, utilities 
disconnected, possible asbestos, poor 
condition. 

Bldg. 3643 


Aberdeen Proving Ground 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford. MD 21005-5001 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219011443 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1750 sq ft., one story, utilities 
disconnected, possible asbestos, poor 
condition. 

Bldg. 3644 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford. MD 21005-5001 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219011444 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1541 sq ft., one story, utilities 
disconnected, possible asbestos, poor 
condition. 

Bldg. 3645 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford, MD 21005-5001 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219011445 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1541 sq ft., one story, utilities 
disconnected, possible asbestos, poor 
condition. 

Bldg. 3646 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford, MD 21005-5001 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219011446 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1750 sq ft., one story, utilities 
disconnected, possible asbestos, poor 
condition. 

Bldg. E4736 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 
Edgewood Area 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford, MD 21010-55425 
Landholding Agency: Army i 

Property Number: 219012621 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: possible contamination—under 
study; potential utilities. 

Bldg.4723 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 
Edgewood Area 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford, MD 21010-55425 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012643 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3250 sq. ft.; potential utilities; poor 
condition: possible asbestos. 

Bldg. 5104 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 
Edgewood Area 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford. MD 21010-55425 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012644 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 624 sq. ft.; trailer potential 
utilities; poor condition. 

Bldgs. E5878, E5879 
Aberdeen Proving Ground 
Edgewood Area 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford, MD 21010-55425 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219012652. 219012653 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 213 sq. ft. each; structural 
deficiencies; possible abestos; and 
contamination. 

Bldg. E5974 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 
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Edgewood Area 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford. MD 21010-55425 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012054 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 272 sq. ft.: possible abestos; and 
contamination; most recent use— 
headquarters building. 

Bldg. 10302 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 
Edgewood Area 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford. MD 21010-55425 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012666 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment* 42 sq. ft.; possible abestos; most 
recent use—pumping stations. 

Bldg. E5978 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 
Edgewood Area 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford. MD 21010-55425 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012667 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 256 sq. ft.; 1 story; structural 
deficiencies; possible abestos and 
contamination; most recent use—general 
storehouse. 

Bldg. E5975 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 
Edgewood Area 

Aberdeen City Co: Harford. MD 21010-55425 
Landholding Agency: Array 
Property Number 219012677 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 650 sq. ft.; possible contamination; 
structural deficiencies; most recent use— 
training exercises/chemicals and 
explosives; potential use—storage. 

Bldg. 6926 
Taylor Avenue 

Fort Meade Co: Anne Arundel. MD 21061- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013605 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1275 sq. ft.; 1 story frame with 
basement (218 sq. ft.): possible asbestos: 
termite damage. 

Bldgs. 832. 2815 
Fort Meade 

Fort Meade Co: Anne Arundel. MD 21061- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219013608. 219014855 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2208 sq. ft.: 1 story wood frame: 

possible asbestos; needs major rehab. 

Bldg. 841 
Fort Meade 
15th Street 

Fort Meade Co: Anne Arundel. MD 21061- 
l^ndholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013610 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3537 sq. ft.; 1 story with balcony: 

possible asbestos; needs major rehab. 

Bldg. 2173 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 

Aberdeen City Co; Harford, MD 21005-5001 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219013772 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3540 sq. ft.; 1 story temporary 
frame: possible abestos; most recent use— 
barracks. 

Bldg. 197 


Fort George C. Meade 

1st and Chisholm Streets 

Fort Meade Co: Anne Arundel, MD 20755- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219014848 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 7670 sq. ft.; 2 story wood frame; 
needs rehab; secured area with alternate 
access; possible asbestos. 

Bldg. 6599 

Fort George C. Meade 
Zimborski Road 

Fort Meade Co: Anne Arundel. MD 20755- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014852 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4173 sq. ft.: 1 story wood frame; 
needs rehab; secured area with alternate 
access. 

Bldgs. 378, 373 

Fort George G. Meade 

Fort Meade Co: Anne Arundel. MD 20755- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Numbers: 219014853. 219014854 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1144 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
secured area with alternate access; 
possible asbestos; most recent U9e— 
storage. 

Bldg. 2818 

Fort George G. Meade 
Chisholm Street 

Fort Meade. Co: Anne Arundel. MD 20755- 
Landholding Agency: .Army 
Property Numbers: 219014860 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1676 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
secured area with alternate access; 
possible asbestos; most recent use— 
storage. 

Bldgs. 543, 357. 2413 
Fort George G. Meade 
Chisholm Street 

Fort Meade. Co: Anne Arundel, MD 20755- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Numbers: 219014868. 219014871. 

219014875 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4720 sq. ft. each; 2 story wood 
frame; needs rehab.; secured area with 
alternate access; possible asbestos. 

Bldg. 649 

Fort George G. Meade 
Chamberlain Avenue 

Fort Meade. Co: Anne Arundel, MD 20755- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219014864 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 2594 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; secured area with 
alternative access; needs rehab; most 
recent use—storage. 

Bldg. 269 

Fort George G. Meade 
Chisholm Street 

Fort Meade. Co: Anne Arundel. MD 20755- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219014873 
Status: Underutilized * 

Comment: 3537 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; needs rehab: secured 
area with alternate access: most recent 
use—storage. 

Bldg. 2419 

Fort George C. Meade 


Behind Bldg. 2427—Eamie Pyle Street 
Fort Meade. Co: Anne Arundel. MD 20755- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219014878 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 2441 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame: 
needs rehab; possible asbestos: secured 
area with alternate access; most recent 
use—arms room. 

Bldg. 2426 

Fort George G. Meade 
Earnie Pyle Street 

Fort Meade. Co: Anne Arundel. MD 20755- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014880 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 7670 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
needs rehab; secured area with alternate 
access; possible asbestos. 

Bldg. 2847 

Fort George C. Meade 
Eamie Pyle Street 

Fort Meade. Co: Anne Arundel. MD 20755- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219014883 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3663 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; secured area with 
alternate access; most recent use—gym. 
Bldg. 6599 

Fort George G. Meade 
6599 Zimborski Road 

Fort Meade. Co: Anne Arundel. MD 20755- 
5115 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219030002 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4173 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; needs major rehab; most 
recent use—PX exchange facility. 

Bldg. 533 

Fort George C. Meade 
Fort Meade. Co: Anne Arundel, MD 20755- 
5115 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219040001 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 6525 sq. ft.; one story; wood frame; 
possible asbestos: needs major rehab; 
secured area w/altemate access. 

Bldg. 523 

Fort George G. Meade 
Fort Meade. Co: Anne Arundel. MD 20755- 
5115 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219040002 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4307 sq. ft.; one story; wood frame; 
possible asbestos; needs major rehab: 
secured area w/altemate access. 

Massachusetts 
Bldgs. T-2732. T-2281 
Fort Devens 

Fort Devens, Co: Middlesex/Worce. MA 
01433- 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219012343-219012344 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment* 6351 sq. ft. each: wood, two 
stories, most recent use—housing. 

Bldg. T-201 
Fort Devens 
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Fort Devens. Co: Middlesex/Worce. MA 
01433- 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012363 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1000 9q. ft.; wood structure—needs 
rehab, no sanitary facilities, most recent 
use—company admin/supply. 

Bldg. KB-0021 
Fort Devens 
Ft. Rodman. MA 02744- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140027 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4926 sq. ft., 1 story wood, presence 
of asbestos, most recent use—storage. 

Bldg. KB-0100 
Fort Devens 
Ft. Rodman. MA 02744- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140028 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 9100 sq. ft., 1 story insulated 
monopanel, most recent use—reserve 
center. 

Bldg. KB-0102 
Fort Devens 
Ft. Rodman. MA 02744- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140029 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 15480 sq. ft. 1 story concrete 
block, most recent use—reserve center. 

Bldg. T-0208 
Fort Devens 

Fort Devens. Co: Middlesex/Worce. MA 
01433- 

I.andholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140030 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4720 sq. ft.. 2 story wood, presence 
of asbestos, needs rehab. 

Bldg. T-0209 
Fort Devens 

Fort Devens. Co: Middlesex/Worce. MA 
01433- 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219140031 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4720 sq. ft., 2 story wood, presence 
of asbestos, needs rehab. 

Bldg. T-0238 
Fort Devens 

Ft Devens, Co: Middlesex/Worce. MA 01433- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219140032 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4813 9q. ft., 1 story wood, presence 
of asbestos, needs rehab. 

Bldg. T-2670 
Fort Devens 

Ft Devens. Co: Middlesex/Worce. MA 01433 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219140033 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1178 sq. ft., 1 story wood, presence 
of asbestos, needs rehab. 

Minnesota 

Le Sueur USAR Center 
620 Turill Street 

Le Sueur. Co: Le Sueur. MN 56058- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013558 
Status: Underutilized 


Comment: 4318/1325 sq. ft.; 1 story; most 
recent use—storage. 

Missouri 

Bldgs. T375. T376. T385 
Fort Leonard Wood 

Ft. Leonard Wood, Co: Pulaski. MO 65473- 
5000 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219140040-219140042 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 4720 sq. ft. each. 2 story wood 
frame, presence of asbestos, not 
handicapped accessible. 

Bldg. 384 

Fort Leonard Wood 

Ft. Leonard Wood, Co: Pulaski. MO 65473- 
5000 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140043 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 1292 sq. ft., story wood frame, 
presence of asbestos, not handicapped 
accessible. 

Bldg. T6818 
Fort Leonard W'ood 

Ft. Leonard Wood. Co: Pulaski. MO 85473- 
5000 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219140044 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 10092 sq. ft., 1 story concrete/block 
frame, presence of not asbestos, not 
handicapped accessible, limited utilities. 

Nevada 

Bldgs. 00425-00449 
Hawthorne Army Ammunition Plant 
Schweer Drive Housing Area 
Hawthorne. Co: Mineral. NV 89415- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011946-219011952, 
219011954. 219011958. 219011959. 219011961, 
219011964. 219011968, 219011970. 219011974. 
219011976-219011976. 219011980. 219011982, 
219011984. 219011987. 219011990, 219011994, 
219011996 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1310-1640 sq. ft. each, one floor 
residential, semi/wood construction, good 
condition. 

New York 

Bldg. 503 
Fort Totten 
Ordance Road 

Bayside. Co: Queens. NY 11357- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012564 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 510 sq. ft.. 1 floor, most recent 
use—storage, needs major rahab/no 
utilities. 

Bldg. 323 
Fort Totten 
Story Avenue 

Bayside. Co: Queens. NY 11359- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012567 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 30000 sq. ft.. 3 floors, most recent 
use-barracks h mess facility, needs major 
rahab. 

Bldg. 304 
Fort Totten 


Shore Road 

Bayside, Co: Queens. NY 11359- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012570 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 9610 sq. ft.. 3 floors, most recent 
use—hospital, needs major rehab/no 
utilities disconnected. 

Bldg. 211 

Fort Totten 

211 Totten Avenue 

Bayside. Co: Queens. NY 11359- - 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219012573 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 6329 sq. ft., 3 floors, most recent 
use—family housing, needs major rahab. 
utilities disconnected. 

Bldg. 332 
Fort Totten 
Theater Road 

Bayside. Co: Queens. NY 11359- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012578 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 6288 sq. ft.. 1 floor, most recent 
use—theater w/stage. needs major rahab, 
utilities disconnected. 

Bldg. 504 
Fort Totten 
Ordance Road 

Bayside. Co: Queens. NY 11359- 
l.andholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012580 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 490 sq. ft.. 1 floor, most recent 
use—storage, no utilities, needs major 
rahab. 

Bldg. 322 

Fort Totten 

322 Story Avenue 

Bayside. Co: Queens, NY 11359- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219012583 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 30000 sq. ft, 3 floors, most recent 
use—barracks, mess & administration, 
utilities disconnected, needs rehab. 

Bldg. 326 

Fort Totten 

326 Pratt Avenue 

Bayside. Co: Queens. NY 11359- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219012586 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 6000 sq. ft., 2 floors, most recent 
use—storage, offices & residential, utilities 
disconnected/needs rehab. 

Bldg. 627 

U.S. Military Academy—West Point 
Pitcher Road. North Dock 
Highland. Co: Orange. NY 10996-1592 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219030185 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 23185 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
needs rehab: presence of asbestos: most 
recent use—storage warehouse. 

Oklahoma 

Bldg. T-2531. Fort Sill 

2531 Sheridan Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 

Landholding Agency: Army 
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Property Number: 219011248 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1990 sq. ft.; structurally unsound; 

asbestos; wood frame. 2 floors. WWII Bldg. 
Bldgs. T-2545, T-2546, T-2548 
Fort Sill 

2544 Sheridan Road 
Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011255. 219011257, 
219011260 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1994 sq. ft. each; asbestos; wood 
frame; 2 floors, no operating sanitary 
facilities; most recent use—barracks. 

Bldg. T-25B4 
Fort Sill 

2564 Currie Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011264 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1165 sq. ft.; asbestos; wood frame; 
1 floor; most recent use—administrative/ 
supply. 

Bldg. T-2565 
Fort Sill 

2565 Currie Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche, OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011266 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1196 sq. ft.; asbestos; wood frame; 
1 floor most recent use—administrative/ 
supply. 

Bldg. T-2566 
Fort Sill 

2566 Currie Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011267 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1179 sq. ft.; asbestos; wood frame; 
1 floor most recent use—administrative/ 
supply. 

Bldg. T-2601 
Fort Sill 

2601 Ringold Road 

Lawton, Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011272 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1600 sq. ft.; 2 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; possible structure 
deficiencies. 

Bldg. T-2606 
Fort Sill 

2606 Currie Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219011273 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2722 sq. ft.; asbestos, one floor 
wood frame; most recent use— 
Headquarters Bldg. 

Bldg. T-2613 
Fort Sill 

2613 Ringold Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche, OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011276 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4800 sq. ft.*, possible asbestos, 
wood frame; 2 floors: most recent use— 
barracks. 


Bldgs. T-2614. T-2615 
Fort Sill 

2614 Ringold Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011278. 219011279 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3778 sq. ft. each: possible asbestos; 
wood frame; two floors; most recent use— 
barracks. 

Bldg. T-2620 
Fort Sill 

2620 Ringold Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011281 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2370 sq. ft. each; 2 story wood 
frame; possible asbestos; possible structure 
deficiencies. 

Bldg. T-2623 
Fort Sill 

2623 Ringold Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche, OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011287 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2400 sq. ft.; 2 story wood frame: 

asbestos; possible structure deficiencies. 
Bldg. T-2624 
Fort Sill 

2624 Miner Road 

Lawton, Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011288 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3738 sq. ft.; possible asbestos, 
wood frame; 2 floors; most recent use—day 
room. 

Bldgs. T-2625, T-2628 
Fort Sill 

2625 Ringold Road 

Lawton, Co: Comanche, OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011289. 219011294 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3664 sq. ft. each; wood frame: 2 
floors; possible asbestos; most recent use— 
barracks. 

Bldgs. T-2029 thru T-2631 
Fort Sill 

2629 Ringold Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011296, 219011298, 
219011299 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3664 sq. ft. each; wood frame; 2 
floors, possible asbestos, most recent use— 
barracks. 

Bldg. T-2650 
Fort Sill 

250 Ringold Road 

Lawton, Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011301 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4021 sq. ft.; 2 story; possible 
asbestos; possible structure deficiencies. 
Bldg. T-2931 
Fort Sill 

2931 Currie Road 

Lawton, Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011313 


Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 435 sq. ft.: structurally unsound: 

asbestos; wood frame: 1 floor. 

Bldg. T-3507 
Fort Sill 

3507 Sheridan Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche, OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011315 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2904 sq. ft.; possible asbestos; 
potential heavy metal contamination: wood 
frame; most recent use—chapel. 

Bldg. T-3508 
Fort Sill 

3508 Sheridan Road 

Lawton, Co: Comanche, OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011310 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1964 sq. ft.; structurally unsound; 

asbestos; wood frame; 1 floor. WWll Bldg. 
Bldg. T-3514 
Fort Sill 

3514 Sheridan Road 
Lawton. Co: Comanche, OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011322 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1917 sq. ft.: possible asbestos; 
wood frame; most recent use— 
administrative. 

Bldg. T-3516 
Fort Sill 

3516 Packard Road 

Lawton, Co: Comanche, OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011324 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1495 sq. ft.: possible asbestos; 
wood frame; most recent use— 
administrative. 

Bldg. T-3562 
Fort Sill 

3562 Packard Street 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011334 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1027 sq. ft.; possible asbestos; 

wood frame; most recent use—storage. 
Bldg. T-3638 
Fort Sill 

3638 Scott Street 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011336 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1618 sq. ft.: 2 story wood frame 
possible asbestos; possible structured 
deficiencies. 

Bldg. T-3767 
Fort Sill 

3767 Hartell Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche, OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011339 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2469 sq. ft.; structurally unsound; 

possible asbestos; one story wood frame. 
Bldgs. T-3779, T-3780 
Fort Sill 

3779 Currie Road 

Lawton, Co: Comanche, OK 73503-5100 
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Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011343. 219011344 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4720 sq. ft. each: possible asbestos, 
wood frame. 2 floors, most recent use— 
barracks. 

Bldg. T-4363 
Fort Sill 

4363 McKee Street 

Lawton. Co: Comanche, OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011348 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1947 sq. ft.; some utilities; possible 
structural deficiencies; possible asbestos. 
Bldg. T-4521 
Fort Sill 

4521 Wilson Road 

Lawton, Co: Comanche, OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011352 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3833 sq. ft.; 1 floor, wood frame. 

asbestos, most recent use—classroom. 

Bldg. T-4375 
Fort Sill 

4375 Bragg Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011356 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1102 sq. ft.; structurally unsound; 

possible asbestos. 

Bldg. T-4525 
Fort Sill 

4524 Wilson Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011363 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1636 sq. ft., 1 floor, asbestos, wood 
frame, most recent use—Exchange Service 
Outlet. 

Bldg. T-4526 
Fort Sill 

4526 Wilson Road 

Lawton, Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219011366 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3833 sq. ft., 1 floor, asbestos, wood 
frame, most recent use—recreation 
building. 

Bldg. T-4387 
Fort Sill 

4387 Bragg Road 

Lawton, Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011367 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1968 sq. ft.; no sanitary facilities; 
structurally unsound; possible asbestos; 
two story wood frame. 

Bldg. T—4502 
Fort Sill 

4502 Wilson Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011376 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2812 sq. ft.; structurally unsound; 

possible asbestos; one story wood frame. 
Bldg. T-4535 
Fort Sill 


4535 Hartell Blvd. 

Lawton, Co: Comanche, OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219011384 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2816 sq. ft., 1 story wood frame, 
possible asbestos, possible structural 
deficiencies. 

Bldg. T-4510 
Fort Sill 

4510 Wilson Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011386 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3006 sq. ft.; asbestos; wood frame; 

1 floor, most recent use—medical storage 
Bldg. T-4513 
Fort Sill 

4513 Wilson Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011389 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3842 sq. ft.; asbestos; wood frame; 

1 floor most recent use—classroom. 

Bldg. T-4558 
Fort Sill 

4556 Hartell Blvd. 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011401 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2308 sq. ft.; possible asbestos; 
possible structural deficiencies; one story 
wood frame. 

Bldg. T-4720 
Fort Sill 

4720 Hartell Blvd. 

Lawton. Co: Comanche, OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011405 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 13225 sq. ft.; visual asbestos; wood 
frame; 2 floors; most recent use—recreation 
bldg. 

Bldg. T-4550 
Fort Sill 

4550 Hartell Blvd. 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013795 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2750 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; most recent use— 
headquarters bldg. 

Bldg. T-836 
Fort Sill 

Comer of Macomb Road and Burrell Road 
Lawton. Co: Comanche, OK 73503- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014328 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1341 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
most recent use—storage; possible 
asbestos. 

Bldg. T-4919 
Fort Sill 
4919 Post Road 

Lawton, Co: Comanche, OK 73503- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014842 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 603 sq. ft.; 1 story mobile home 
trailer, possible asbestos; needs rehab. 


Bldg. T-4541 
Fort Sill 

4541 Hartell Blvd. 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014935 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2340 sq. ft.: 1 story wood frame; 
needs rehab; possible asbestos; most 
recent use—administration. 

Bldg. S-701 
Fort Sill 

701 Randolph Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219030183 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 19903 sq. ft.; steel/wood frame; 1 
story; needs rehab; possible asbestos; most 
recent use—general instruction building. 

South Carolina 

Bldg. 5405 
Jackson Blvd 

Fort Jackson. Co: Richland. SC 29207- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012563 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4764 sq. ft.: 1 floor wood frame; 

needs rehab; to be vacated mid 1990. 

Bldg. 2438. Fort Jackson 
Ft. Jackson. Co: Richland, SC 29207- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219140003 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3779 sq. ft., 1 story wood frame, 
off-site removal only, needs rehab, most 
recent use—storage. 

Bldg. 8562, Fort Jackson 
Ft. Jackson. Co: Richland, SC 29207- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219140004 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 992 sq. ft.. 1 story wood frame, off¬ 
site removal only, needs rehab, most recent 
use—administrative. 

Bldgs. 8564. 8568. 9618 
Fort Jackson 

Ft. Jackson, Co: Richland, SC 29207- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219140005-219140006. 
219140013 

Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 4720 sq. ft., 2 story wood frame, 
off-Bite removal only, needs rehab, most 
recent use—billets/travel office/slorage. 
Bldg. 8571, Fort Jackson 
Ft. Jackson. Co: Richland, SC 29207- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140007 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 3196 sq. ft.. 1 story wood frame, 
off-site removal only, needs rehab, most 
recent use—storage. 

Bldg. 8572 Fort Jackson 
Ft Jackson. Co: Richland. SC 29207- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219140008 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 2284 sq. ft.. 1 story wood frame, 
off-site removal only, needs rehab, most 
recent use—administrative. 

Bldg. 8573, Fort Jackson 

Ft. Jackson. Co: Richland. SC 29207- 
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Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140009 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 720 sq. ft. 1 story wood frame, off¬ 
site removal only, needs rehab, most recent 
use—open sided waiting shelter. 

Bldg. 8575. Fort Jackson 
Fort Jackson. Co: Richland. SC 29207- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140010 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1029 sq. ft.. 1 9tory wood frame, 
off-site removal only, needs rehab, most 
recent use—open sided waiting shelter. 
Bldg. 8576. Fort Jackson 
Fort Jackson. Co: Richland. SC 29207- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140011 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3888 sq ft, 1 story wood frame, 
off-site removal only, needs rehab, most 
recent use—open sided waiting shelter. 
Bldg. 9530. Fort Jackson 
Fort Jackson, Co: Richland, SC 29207- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140012 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 5782 9q ft., 1 story wood frame, 
off-site removal only, needs rehab, most 
recent use—administrative. 

Bldg. 9636. Fort Jackson 
Fort Jackson. Co: Richland, SC 29207- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140014 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 1170 sq. ft.. 1 story wood frame, 
off-site removal only, needs rehab, most 
recent use—storage, 

Tennessee 

Milan Army Ammunition Plant 
Area Q—Housing Area—Q-27, Q-7, Q-12 
Milan, Co: Carroll, TN 38358- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers. 219010559. 219010605. 
219010609 

Status: Underutilized 
Comment: two story: wood frame, 
temporarily empty due to personnel 
rotation. 

Robert Joel Ridings 
U S. Army Reserve Center 
920 Cherokee Avenue 
Nashville. Co: Davidson, TN 37207- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011667 
Status: F.xcess 

Comment: 40,000 sq. ft., 3.67 acres; concrete 
block; utilities disconnected: site 
vandallized. 

Area Q— Housing Area— Q-20. Q-21. Q-26 
Milan Army Ammunition Plant 
Milan. Co: Carroll, TN 38358- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219014790, 219110032- 
219110033 

Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 2506 sq. ft. each; 2 story wood 
frame residence. 

Area Q—Housing Area—Q-28. Q-9 Q-4. Q- 
15. Q-19 

Milan Army Ammunition Plant 
Milan. Co: Carroll. TN 38358- 
Landholding Agency: Army 


Property Numbers: 219110034. 219110102. 

219120272. 219120273. 219120274 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 2024 sq. ft. each: 2 story: wood 
frame residence. 

Texas 

Bldg. T-227 

Fort Sam Houston 

San Antonio. Co: Bexar, TX 78234- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219014275 

Status. Excess 

Comment: 2987 sq. ft.. 1 story wood structure; 

major rehab needed. 

Bldgs. 1189. 1192. T-1193 

Fort Sam Houston 

San Antonio. Co: Bexar. TX 78234- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Numbers: 219014276-219014277. 

219014280 
Status: Excess 

Comment: 9190 sq. ft., 1 story wood structure; 

needs major rehabilitation. 

Bldgs. T—4001, T-4004 
Fort Sam Houston 
San Antonio. Co: Bexar. TX 78234- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219014278. 219014279 
Status; Underutilized 
Comment: 48000 sq. ft. each, 2 story wood 
frame building with metal siding; needs 
rehab; possible asbestos. 

Bldg. 2 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw. Co; Tarrant, TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014815 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 94606 sq. ft.. 1 story wood and 
metal frame, subject to sewer pipeline 
easement; needs rehab. 

Bldg. 4 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw. Co: Tarrant. TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014816 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1350 sq. ft.. 1 story wood and metal 
frame, subject to sewer pipeline easement; 
needs rehab. 

Bldg.17 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw. Co: Tarrant, TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014817 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 68 sq. ft., wood and metal frame, 
subject to sewer pipeline easement; needs 
rehab: most recent use—guard house. 

Bldg. 29 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw, Co: Tarrant, TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014818 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 5028 sq. ft., 1 story wood and metal 
frame, subject to sewer pipeline easement; 
needs rehab. 

Bldg. 30 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw. Co: Tarrant. TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219014819 
Status: Unutilized 


Comment: 5323 sq. ft.. 1 story wood and metal 
frame, subject to sewer pipeline easement; 
needs rehab. 

Bldg. 18 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw. Co: Tarrant, TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014820 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 9560 sq. ft., 1 story wood and metal 
frame, subject to sewer pipeline easement; 
needs rehab. 

Bldg. 6 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw. Co: Tarrant. TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014821 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1258 sq. ft.; 1 story wood and metal 
frame; subject to sewer pipeline casement: 
needs rehab. 

Bldg. 7 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw. Co: Tarrant, TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014822 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 508 sq. ft.; 1 story wood and metal 
frame; subject to sewer pipeline easement; 
needs rehab. 

Bldg. 8 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw. Co: Tarrant. TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014824 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 171 sq. ft.; 2 story wood and metal 
frame; subject to sewer pipeline easement; 
needs rehab: most recent use—watch 
tower. 

Bldg. 18 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw. Co: Tarrant. TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014825 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 17.263 sq. ft.; 1 story wood and 
metal frame: subject to sewer pipeline 
easement; needs rehab. 

Bldg. 19 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw. Co: Tarrant. TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014826 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 25.399 sq. ft.; 1 story wood and 
metal frame: subject to sewer pipeline 
easement; needs rehab. 

Bldg. 31 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw, Co: Tarrant. TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014827 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1392 sq. ft.; 1 story wood and metal 
frame; subject to sewer pipeline easement; 
needs rehab. 

Bldg. 9 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw. Co: Tarrant. TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014828 
Status: Unutilized 
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Comment: 244 sq. Ft.; 1 story wood and metal 
frame; subject to sewer pipeline easement; 
needs rehab. 

Bldg. 25 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw. Co: Tarrant. TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014829 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1320 sq. ft.; 1 story wood and metal 
frame; subject to sewer pipeline easement; 
needs rehab; most recent use—fire house. 
Bldg. 10 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw, Co: Tarrant. TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014830 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 354 sq. ft.; 2 story wood and metal 
frame; subject to sewer pipeline easement; 
needs rehab. 

Bldg. 26 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw. Co: Tarrant. TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014831 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3518 sq. ft.; 1 story wood and metal 
frame; subject to sewer pipeline easement; 
needs rehab. 

Bldg. 21 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw. Co: Tarrant. TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014832 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 65 sq. ft.; wood and metal frame; 
subject to sewer pipeline easement; needs 
rehab; most recent use—guard house. 

Bldg. 22 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw. Co: Tarrant. TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014833 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 50.581 sq. ft.; 1 story wood and 
metal frame; subject to sewer pipeline 
easement; needs rehab. 

Bldg. 27 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw. Co: Tarrant, TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014834 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 228 sq. ft.; 2 story wood and metal 
frame; subject to sewer pipeline easement; 
needs rehab; most recent use—control 
tower. 

Bldg. 32 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw Co: Tarrant. TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014835 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 19546 sq. ft.; 1 story wood and 
metal frame; subject to sewer pipeline 
easement; needs rehab. 

T-4013 

Fort Sam Houston 
San Antonio Co: Bexar. TX 78234- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 1219030001 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 64067 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
needs rehab; limited utilities 


Bldg. 856 

Fort Bliss 

856 Lufberry Road 

El Paso Co: El Paso. TX 79916- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219030186 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1770 net sq. ft.; 1 story wood 
frame; no utilities; needs major rehab; off- 
Bite use only. 

Bldg.4203 
Fort Bliss 

4203 Ellerthrope Avenue 
El Paso Co: El Paso. TX 79916- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219110037 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4200 net sq. ft.; one story wood 
frame: off-site use only; most recent use— 
bowling center. 

Bldg. 4769 
Fort Bliss 

4769 Burgin Street, Logan Heights 
El Paso Co: El Paso, TX 79916- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219110038 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 873 net sq. ft.; one story wood 
frame; off-site use only; most recent use— 
headquarters building. 

Bldg. 4308—Fort Bliss, Tex. 

4308 Link Road . 

El Paso Co: El Paso, TX 79916- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120121 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4106 sq. ft., one story wood frame; 
needs rehab; most recent use—Skill 
Development Center; off-site use only. 
Bldg. 4348—Fort Bliss. Tex. 

4348 Leo Drive 

El Paso Co: El Paso, TX 79916- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120122 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1829 sq. ft., one story wood frame; 
most recent use—vehicle maintenance 
shop; off-site use only. 

Bldg. 4349—Fort Bliss. Tex. 

4349 l,eo Drive 

El Paso Co: El Paso. TX 79916- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120123 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1829 sq. ft., one story wood frame; 
most recent use—vehicle maintenance 
shop: off-site use only. 

Bldgs. 4820, 4868, 4877 
Fort Bliss 

El Paso Co: El Paso. TX 79916- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120133. 219120140, 
219120142 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 873 net sq. ft. each, one story; most 
recent use—storage; off-site use only. 

Bldgs. 4867. 4925 
Fort Bliss, Tex. 

El Paso Co: El Paso. TX 79916- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120139. 219120144 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2169 sq. ft. each, one story wood 
frame; most recent use—general storage; 
off-site use only. 


Bldg. 4921—Fort Bliss. Tex. 

4921 Ketcham Avenue 
El Paso Co: El Paso. TX 79916- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120143 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1381 sq. ft., one story wood frame; 
possible friable asbestos; most recent use— 
Day room; off-site use only. 

Bldg. 4938—Fort Bliss. Tex. 

4938 Burgin Street 
El Paso Co: El Paso. TX 79916- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120145 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1770 sq. ft., one story wood frame; 
possible friable asbestos: most recent use— 
storage; off-site use only; limited utilities. 
Bldg. 4946-Fort Bliss. Tex. 

4940 Burgin Street 
El Paso Co: El Paso, TX 79916- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120146 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1792 sq. ft., one story wood frame; 
possible friable asbestos; most recent use— 
storage; off-site use only; limited utilities. 
Bldg. 11196—Fort Bliss. Tex. 

11190 SCT E. Churchill Street 
F.1 Paso Co: El Paso, TX 79916- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120147 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 600 sq. ft., one story wood frame, 
limited utilities; needs rehab: most recent 
use—storage; off-site use only. 

Bldg. 11191—Fort Bliss, Tex. 

11191 SGT E. Churchill Street 
El Paso Co: El Paso. TX 79916- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120148 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1140 sq. ft., one story wood frame; 
limited utilities; most recent use—storage; 
off-site use only. 

Harlingen USARC 
1920 East Washington 
Harlingen Co: Cameron. TX 78556- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120304 
Status: Excess 

Comment: 19440 sq. ft., 1 story brick, needs 
rehab, with approx. 6 acres including 
parking areas, most recent use—Army 
Reserve Training Center. 

Bldgs. 509-510 
Fort Hood 

Old Battalion Avenue 
Ft. Hood Co: Beil. TX 76544- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219140001-219140002 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2880 sq. ft. each. 2 story wooden 
structure, needs rehab, most recent use— 
storage/youth center. 

Bldg. 912 
Fort Hood 
Central Drive 

Ft. Hood Co: Bell. TX 76544- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140035 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2763 sq. ft.. 1 story, needs rehab, 
most recent use—storage. 


^■1 
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Bldg. 913 
Fort Hood 
Central Drive 

Ft. Hood Co: Bell, TX 76544- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140036 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1215 sq. ft.. 1 stoiy. needs rehab, 
most recent use—storage. 

Bldg. 944 

Fort Hood 

Old Park Avenue 

Ft. Hood Co: Bell, TX 76544- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219140037 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1098 sq. ft.. 1 story, needs rehab, 
most recent use—storage. 

Bldg. 1035 

Fort Hood 

Battalion Avenue 

Ft. Hood Co: Bell. TX 76544- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219140038 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 23211 sq. ft. 1 story, needs rehab, 
most recent use—storage. 

Bldg. 1057 

Fort Hood 

Battalion Avenue 

Ft Hood Co: Bell. TX 76544- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219140039 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 17100 sq. ft.. 1 story, needs rehab, 
most recent use—storage. 

Virginia 

Bldgs. T413-T415, T416 T421-T423. T426- 
T428, T431-T433, T441-T443, T440-T448, 
T1724. T1728-T1727. T1870-T1877, T2213. 
T2413-T2415, T2418-T2424, T2427-T2430, 
T2437-T2439. T2442-T2448. T2451-T2453, 
T2615-T201B. T1363-T1364. T2208, T2209, 
T1349-T1351. T1354-T1355. T3042-T3048. 
T3051-T3054 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway. VA 23824- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219010006-219010079 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4292 sq. ft. each; Selected periods 
are reserved for military/training exercises. 
Bldgs. T435-T438, T440. T1718, T2228.1662, 
T2411-T2412, 2431. T2433-T2434. T2455- 
T2457, T2612-T2614. T2633, T2635-T2638. 
T2638, T2657, T2659, T1367. T18B8.1887, 
2205. 2207. 2227. 2228, 2811. 2832, 2834-2835, 
2837, 2856, 3010-3017, 3031, 3032-3036, 

T412, T424-425, T434, T444, T445, T1C80. 
2410, T2425, 2418, T2425, T2426, 2440-2441. 
2449-2450, 2618, 2619, 2627, 2628, 2824, 2643, 
2652,1357,1358, 2211, 2220-2221, 2828-2827, 
2841-2842, 2850-2651, 3010, 3012, 3025, 
3040-3041, 3049, 3050, 3057 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway. VA 23824- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219010080-219010104. 
219011002, 219011004. 219011005-219011009, 
219011011, 219011013. 219011015-219011016. 
219011018-219011019, 219011021-219011022. 
219011024-219011026, 219011028-219011030, 
21901106a 219011064-219011065, 
219011067-21901106a 219011070-219011071, 


219011073-219011074, 219011076-219011077. 
219011079-219011081, 219011083, 
219011085-219011086, 219011088-219011069. 
219011091, 219011093. 219011096-219011103, 
219011105, 219011107. 219011114. 219011118, 
219011121, 219011140. 219011143, 
219011145-219011147, 219011031 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2900 sq. ft. each; selected periods 
are reserved for military/training exercises. 
Bldg. 1670 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway. VA 23930- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010071 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 3300 sq. ft.; selected periods 
reserved for military/training exercises; 
most recent use—Hdqts. Bldg. 

Bldgs. 1663,1664. T2617, T202O-T2626. T2029- 
T2632, 2639, T2640. T2641, 2644-2648. 2647- 
2648, 2650, 2814. 2815, T2852-T2853, T2854- 
T2855 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway, VA 23824- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219010972, 219010076, 
219010979, 219010982, 219010984, 219010987, 
219010990, 219010993. 219010995, 219010998, 
219011000, 219011003, 219011010. 219011012, 
219011014, 219011017. 219011020. 219011023, 
219011027. 219011032. 219011033-219011038, 
219011038. 219011040. 219011043. 219011046, 
219011047 

Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 4292 sq. ft. each; selected periods 
are reserved for military/training exercises, 
most recent use—barracks. 

Bldg. 1677 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway. VA 23930- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010973 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 3300 sq. ft.; selected periods 
reserved for military/training exercises; 
most recent use—Hdqts. Bldg. 

Bldgs. 1666,1687,1696 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway, VA 23824- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219010974-219010975. 
219010977 

Status: Underutilized 

Comment 1300 sq. fL each; selected periods 
are reserved for military/training exercises; 
most recent use—Hdqts. Bldgs. 

Bldg. 1667 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway. VA 23030- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219010978 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 11000 sq. ft.; most recent use— 
mess hall; selected periods are reserved for 
military/training exercises. 

Bldg. 1686 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway, VA 23824- 
Landholding Agency: Array 
Property Number 219010980 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 11000 sq. ft.; most recent use— 
mess hall; selected periods are reserved for 
military/training exercises. 


Bldg. 1690 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway. VA 23824- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010981 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 2300 sq. fU selected periods are 
reserved for military/training exercises; 
most recent use—storage. 

Bldg. 2810 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway, VA 23824- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010983 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 3500 sq. ft.; most recent use— 
recreation; selected periods are reserved 
for military/training exercises. 

Bldgs. 2609. 2801 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway, VA 23824- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219010985-219010986 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 1200 sq. ft each; most recent use- 
recreation; selected periods are reserved 
for military/training exercises. 

Bldgs. 2602, 2808 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway, VA 23824- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219010988-219010989 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 2200 sq. ft. each; most recent use— 
Recreation Bldg; selected periods are 
reserved for military/training exercises. 
Bldgs. 1315,1316 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway. VA 23930- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219010991-219010992 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 4038 9q. ft. each; most recent use— 
housing; selected periods are reserved for 
military/training exercises. 

Bldgs. Tl34a T1365.1300, 2810 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway. VA 23824- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219010994. 210010996- 
219010997. 219010990 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 2256 sq. ft. each; most recent use- 
housing; selected periods are reserved for 
military/training exercises. 

Bldg. T3055 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway, VA 23824- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011001 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 2307 sq. ft.; most recent use— 
recreation facility; selected periods are 
reserved for military/training exercises. 
Bldgs. 1662.1665,1688.1689,1091 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway. VA 23824- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Numbers: 219011037, 219011039. 

219011041-219011042, 219011044 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 2500 sq. ft. each; selected periods 
reserved for military/training exercises; 
most recent use—Hdqts. Bldg. 
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Bldgs. 2402. 2869, T2410. 3002, 3005 
Fori Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway. VA 23930- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Numbers: 219011040-219011049. 

219011051-219011052 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 1176 sq. ft. each; selected periods 
of time reserved for military/training 
exercises; most recent use-^-Hdqts. Bldg. 
Bldgs. 1897, 2229. 2236-2239. 2373. 2462-2463. 

2671. 2672-2673. 2864, 2865. 3061-3063 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway. VA 23824- 
l^andholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011050. 219011053- 
219011059, 219011061-219011063, 219011006. 
219011069. 219011072. 219011075 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 2761 sq. ft. each; most recent use— 
veh. maint. shop; selected periods are 
reserved for military/training exercises. 
Bldgs. 1725. 2608. 2651. 2803. 2817 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway. VA 23624- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Numbers: 219011078. 219011082. 

219011067. 219011090 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 2300 sq. ft. each; most recent use— 
dining fac; selected periods are reserved 
for military/training exercises. 

Bldgs. 1352, 3028 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone Co: Nottoway. VA 23824- 
Lundholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219011092. 219011095 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 3500 sq. ft. each; most recent use— 
dining fac; selected periods are reserved 
for military/training exercises. 

Bldg. 1932 
Fort Belvoir 
Goethals Road 

Fort Belvoir Co: Fairfax, VA 22060- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012310 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 13780 sq. ft.; 2 floors: most recent 
use—storage; utilities disconnected; needs 
rehab, possible asbestos. 

Bldg. 2222 
Fort Belvoir 

Fort Belvoir Co: Fairfax. VA 22060- 
Location: West of Foster Road 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012315 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3800 sq. ft. per floor 2 floors; 
concrete foundation/frame building; no 
utilities. 

Bldg. T-6015 

U.S. Army Logistics Center A Port Lee 
Shop Road 

Fort l.ee Co: Prince George, VA 23801- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012378 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2124 sq. ft.; 2 story: most recent 
use—barracks; poor condition; needs major 
rehab. 

Bldg. T-8018 

U.S. Army Logistics Center and Fort Lee 
Shop Road 

Fort Lee Co: Prince George. VA 23801- 


Landhoiding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012396 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1575 sq. ft.. 1 floor, no utilities, 
possible asbestos, needs rehab, off site use 
only. 

Bldg. 227 

Fort Belvoir 

OPS General Purpose 

Fort Belvoir Co: Fairfax, VA 22066- 

Location: Off Middleton Road 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219012555 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 900 sq ft., 1 floor, most recent use- 
administration, needs major construction/ 
rehab. 

Bldg. T-12054 

U.S. Army Logistics Center and Fort Lee 
Logistics Circle 

Fort Lee Co: Prince George, VA 23801- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219030328 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4095 sq ft.; 1 story sheet metal: 
needs rehab; presence of asbestos; off site 
use only. 

Bldg. No. 43—Admin. Gen. Purp. Bldg. 

Fort Myer 

Washington Avenue 
Fort Myer Co: Arlington, VA 22211- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120100 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1341 sq. ft., two story, brick/wood 
siding, needs major rehab, possible 
asbestos, off-site use only. 

Washington 
Bldg. 875 

East 10th Street & Cabell Road 
Vancouver Barracks 
Vancouver Co: Clark. WA 98661-3896 
landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011616 
Status: Excess 

Comment: 13.695 sq. ft., 2 story wood frame. 

extensive fire damage, Historic property. 
Bldg. 701 

SE Comer. McClelland A McLoughlin Road 

Vancouver Barracks 

Vancouver Co: Clark, WA 98661-3896 

landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219011628 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1 story wood frame, needs 
extensive repairs. Historic property. 

Wisconsin 

Bldgs. T-1058. T-01027—T-01030. T-01G35— 
T01040. T-01044. T-01048—T-01053, T- 
01059. T-01063. T-01069. T-01034. T-01041. 
T-01057, T-01071—T-01080. T-01082—T- 
01064 

Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. Wl 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219013435. 219013471- 
219013480, 219013483. 219013485-219013493. 
219013497. 219013502. 219013504-219013505. 
219013519, 219013521-219013533 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment 4829 sq. ft. each; 1 story wood 
frame; possible asbestos: hospital/patient 
ward buildings. 


Bldg. T-10122 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. W! 54856-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013430 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1900 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-10123 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe, WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013437 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2405 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-10135 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe, Wl 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013438 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 97 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings; most recent U9e —power plant. 
Bldg. T-10136 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. Wl 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013439 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 96 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings; most recent use—power plant. 
Bldg. T-10127 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. Wl 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013440 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1146 sq. ft.: 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. P-10119 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013441 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment* 215 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame: 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. P-10137 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013442 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 192 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings; most recent use—power plant. 
Bldgs. T-01088—T-01089. T-01090—T-01093, 
T-01094—T-01097, T-01014 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
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Sparta Co: Monroe, WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219013444-219013445. 
219013446-219013449. 219013452-219013455, 
219013457 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 5295 sq. ft. each: 1 story wood 
frame; possible asbestos; hospital/patient 
ward buildings. 

Bldg. T-10118 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. Wl 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219013450 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1250 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-10120 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe, WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013451 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1250 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-10113 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013456 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2393 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-10121 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe, WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013458 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 506 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldgs. T-10100—T-10103, T-101Q5, T-10107, 
T-10108 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe, Wl 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219013459-219013462, 
219013463, 219013465-219013466 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3944 sq. ft. each; 1 story wood 
frame; possible asbestos; hospital/patient 
ward buildings. 

Bldg. T-10106 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219013464 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4105 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame: 
possible asbestos: hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-10124 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe, WI 54656-5000 


Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013487 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3115 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldgs. T-10125—T-10126 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe, WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219013468-219013469 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3590 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame: 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-10110 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. Wl 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013470 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2548 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings; most recent use—vehicle 
storage. 

Bldgs. T-01042. T-01043, T-01045, T-01060— 
T-01062, T-01022—T-01025, T-01064. T- 
01085—T-01086 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe, WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219013481-219013482, 
219013484, 219013494-219013496, 
219013515-219013518. 219013520. 
219013534-219013535 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4686 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldgs. T-01065—T-01067 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe, Wl 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219013498-219013500 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4793 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-01068 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe, WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013501 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4848 sq. ft,; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-01032 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe, Wl 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013503 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 5588 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-01054 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 


Sparta Co: Monroe, WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013506 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4184 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos: hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-01033 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. Wl 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013507 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 5241 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-10112 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe, WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219013508 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1273 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings; most recent use—morgue. 

Bldg. T-01031 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013509 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4813 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/paticnt ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-01002 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe, WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013510 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2573 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-01010 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe, Wl 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013511 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 8799 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-10109 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe, WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013512 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2000 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-01098 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe, WI 54656*5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013513 
Status: Unutilized 
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Comment: 7133 sq. ft.: 1 story wood frame: 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-01099 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. W1 54655-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219013514 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3294 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos: hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-01003 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. W1 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013536 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3366 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame: 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-01001 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013537 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3350 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-01005 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013538 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3253 sq. ft; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-01020 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. WI 54656-5000 
landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219013539 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4150 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldgs. T-01070, T-01081 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219013540-219013541 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 7133 sq. ft. each; 1 story wood 
frame; possible asbestos; hospital/patient 
ward buildings. 

Bldgs. T-01006—T-01007, T-01009. T-01012— 
T-01013. T-01015—T01018 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 

Sparta Co: Monroe. WI 54656-5000 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Numbers: 219013542-219013544. 

219013546-219013551 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 5295 sq. ft. each; 1 story wood 
frame; possible asbestos; hospital/patient 
ward buildings. 


Bldg. T-01011 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe. WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013542 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4236 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-01021 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co; Monroe. WI 54656-5000 
landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013552 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 4236 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldgs. T-01004 T-01019 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe, WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency; Army 
Property Numbers: 219013553-21903554 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2815 sq. ft. each; 1 story wood 
frame; possible asbestos; hospital/patient 
ward buildings. 

Bldg. T-01056 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta Co: Monroe, WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013555 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 15657 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Bldg. T-01000 
Fort McCoy 

Army I lospital Complex 
Sparta. Co: Monroe. WI 54656-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013556 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 3378 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings; more recent use—Fire station. 
Bldg. T-01055 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 
Sparta, Co: Monroe, WI 54646-5000 
landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013557 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 5471 sq. ft.; 1 story wood frame; 
possible asbestos; hospital/patient ward 
buildings. 

Land (by State) 

Alaska 

Eklutna Dispersal Site 
Fort Richardson 

Anchorage. Co: Anchorage. AK 99505- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014606 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 500 acres; parkland; 
environmentally protected. 

Arkansas 
Pine Bluff Arsenal 

Pine Bluff. Co: Jefferson. AR 71602-9500 


Location: 8 miles north of Pine Bluff on 
Highway 365 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013641 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1 acre and 3 acres; potential 
utilities; brush terrain: used as safety 
buffer: subject to easements. 

Illinois 

Arlington USAR Center 
1515 W. Central Road 
Arlington Height. Co: Cook. IL 60005- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013921 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 6 acres; access subject to 
negotiation. 

Kansas 
Parcel 1 

Fort Leavenworth 
Combined Arms Center 
Fort Leavenworth. Co: Leavenworth. KS 
66027-5020 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012333 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 14.4+ acres. 

Parcel 3 

Fort Leavenworth 
Combined Arms Center 
Fort Leavenworth. Co: Leavenworth. KS 
66027-5020 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012336 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 261+ acres; heavily forrested: no 
access to a public right-of-way; selected 
periods are reserved for military/training 
exercises. 

Parcel 4 

Fort Leavenworth 
Combined Arms Center 
Fort Leavenworth. Co: Leavenworth. KS 
66027-5020 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012339 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 24.1 + acres: selected periods are 
reserved for military/training exercises; 
steep/wooded area. 

Parcel 6 

Fort Leavenworth 
Combined Arms Center 
Fort Leavenworth, Co: Leavenworth, KS 
66027-5020 

Location: Extreme north east comer of 
installation in Flood Plain of the Missouri 
River. 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012340 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 1280 acres; selected periods are 
reserved for military/training exercises. 
Parcel F 

Fort Leavenworth 
Combined Arms Center 
Fort Leavenworth. Co: Leavenworth. KS 
66027-5020 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012552 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 33.4 acres; area is land locked; 
heavily wooded: periodic flooding. 
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Minnesota 

Land 

Twin Cities Army Ammunition Plant 
New Brighton. Co: Ramsey, MN 55112- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219120269 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: Approx. 25 acres, possible 
contamination, secured area with alternate 
access. 

Nevada 
Parcel A 

Hawthorne Army Ammunition Plant 
Hawthorne. Co: Mineral. NV 89415- 
Location: At Foot of Eastern slope of Mount 
Grant in Wassuk Range h S.W. edge of 
Walker Lane 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012049 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 160 acres, road and utility 
easements, no utility hookup, possible 
flooding problem. 

Parcel B 

Hawthorne Army Ammunition Plant 
Hawthorne. Co: Mineral. NV 89415- 
Location: At foot of Eastern slope of Mount 
Grant in Wassuk Range & S.W. edge of 
Walker Lane 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012056 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1920 acres: road and utility 
easements: no utility hookup: possible 
flooding problem. 

Parcel C 

Hawthorne Army Ammunition Plant 
Hawthorne, Co: Mineral. NV 69415- 
Location: South-southwest of Hawthorne 
along HWAAP’s South Magazine Area at 
Western edge of State Route 359 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012057 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 85 acres: road & utility easements: 

no utility hookup. 

Parcel D 

Hawthorne Army Ammunition Plant 
Hawlhome, Co: Mineral, NV 89415- 
Location: South-southwest of Hawthorne 
along HWAAP’S South Magazine Area at 
western edge of State Route 359. 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219012058 
Status: Unutilized 
Comment. 955 acres: road 5 utility 
easements: no utility hookup. 

Tennessee 

Milan Army Ammunition Plant 
Milan. Co: Carroll, TN 38358- 
Location: Plant boundary in the northeast 
comer of the plant & housing area 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010547 
Status: Excess 

Comment: 17.2 acres: right of entry legal 
constraint 

Holston Army Ammunition Plant 
Kingsport. Co: Hawkins, TN 61299-6000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012338 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 8 acres: unimproved; could provide 
access: 2 acres unusable: near explosives. 


Texas 

Land Saginaw Army Aircraft Pit 
Saginaw. Co: Tarrant, TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014814 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 154.3 acres; includes buildings/ 
structures/parking and air strip. 

Suitable/Unavailable Properties 

California 
Bldg. 226 

Parks Reserve Forces Training Aiea 
Dublin, Co: Alameda, CA 94129- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013010 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 11500 sq. ft.; 3 story temporary 
wood; extensive asbestos present; most 
recent use—barracks. 

Georgia 
Bldg. 5325 

Fort Benning. Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010140 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 2124 sq. ft.; most recent use- 
barracks; needs rehab. 

Kentucky 

Bldg. 2945 
Fort Campbell 

Fort Campbell. Co: Christian, KY 42223- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012543 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 4248 sq. ft.; 2 story; selected 
periods are reserved for military /training 
exercises; possible asbestos. 

Bldgs. 144.145 
Fort Campbell, 

Ft. Campbell, Co: Christian. KY 42223- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219013140-219013141 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 12576 sq. ft. each; 2 story; possible 
asbestos; most recent use—basic training 
central issue facility. 

Louisiana 

Bldg. 8323 
12th Street 

Fort Polk. Co: Vernon, LA 71459-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012730 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 4015 sq. ft.; temporary wood frame; 
most recent use—motor pool maintenance 
shop. 

Massachusetts 

Bldg. T-206 
Fort Devens 

Fort Devens. Co: Middlcsex/Worce, MA 
01433- 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012345 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 1000 sq. ft.. 1 story, wood, most 
recent use—day room. 

Bldg. T-209 
Fort Devens 

Fort Devens, MA 01433- 
Landholding Agency: Army 


Property Number 219030265 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 4070 sq. ft.: 2 story wood frame; 
needs rehab: most recent use—barracks. 

New Jersey 

Bldgs. 3315-B. 3316-C. 3329-C. 3329-E, 3346- 
C. 3349-B. 3349-C. 3350-B. 3350-E. 3350-G. 
3356-A thru D 
Nelson Family Housing 
Harty Road 

Frot Dix, Co: Burlington, NJ 08640- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219030194. 219030198, 
219030206-219030207. 219030223, 
219030227-219030228, 219030230-219030232, 
219030235-219030238 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 879 sq. ft.; 2 story residence: 

• structurally deteriorated; possible asbestos. 
Bldgs. 3315-C, 3349-E, 3351-C&D. 3356-E 
Nelson Family Housing 
Harty Road 

Fort Dix. Co: Burlington, NJ 08640- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219030195. 219030229, 
219030233-219030234, 219030239 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 595 sq. ft. each; 1 story residence; 

structurally deteriorated; possible asbestos. 
Bldgs. 3316-A&B, 3317-A. 3322-C 3319-C. 
3323-A&B, 3332-A&B, 3333-E. 3336-F. 3336- 
E, 3338-B. 3339-A, 3340-A. 3342-A. B, C, D. 
E, 3345-A, 3348-A, B, C 
Nelson Family Housing 
Singer Road 

Fort Dix, Co: Burlington. NJ 08640- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219030196-219030197. 
219030199. 219030201-219030204, 
219030208-219030220, 219030222, 
219030224-219030228 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 975 sq. ft. each; 2 story residences; 

structurally deteriorated; possible asbestos. 
Bldgs. 3318-A. 3325-A, 3344-9 
Nelson Family Housing 
Singer Road 

Fort Dix. Co: Burlington, NJ 08640- 
Landhoiding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219030200. 219030205, 
219030221 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 1267 sq. ft. each; 2 story residence: 
structurally deteriorated; possible asbestos. 

Bldg. 3357-C 

Nelson Family Housing 

Lexington Avenue 

Fort Dix, Co: Burlington, NJ 08640- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219030240 

Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 875 sq. ft.; 2 story residence; 

structurally deteriorated; possible asbestos. 
Bldgs. 3357-D, 3357-E 
Nelson Family Housing 
Lexington Avenue 
Fort Dix, Co: Burlington. NJ 08640- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219030241-219030242 
Status: Unutilized 

Comment: 875 sq. ft.; 2 story residence; 
structurally deteriorated: possible asbestos. 
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Tennessee 

Area Q—Housing Area—Q-l 
Milan Army Ammunition Plant 
Milan. Co: Carroll. TN 38358- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120271 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 2024 sq. ft., 2 story wood frame, 
most recent use—residence, intermittently 
used during selected periods. 

Virginia 

Bldg. 2809 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone, Co: Nottoway, VA 23824- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219030271 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 3500 sq. ft.; selected periods are 
reserved for military/training exercises; 
most recent use—recreation building. 

Bldg. 2649 
Fort Pickett 

Blackston. Co: Nottoway. VA 23824- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219030272 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 2900 sq. ft.; selected periods are 
reserved for military/training exercises; 
most recent use—dining facility. 

Bldgs. 2212. 2417 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone, Co: Nottoway. VA 23824- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219030279-219030280 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 2256 sq. ft. ea.; selected periods are 
reserved for military/training exercises; 
most recent use—headquarters building. 
Bldgs. 1693-1695 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone. Co: Nottoway. VA 23824- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219030281-219030283 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 6912 sq. ft. ea.; selected periods are 
reserved for military/training exercises; 
most recent use—barracks. 

Bldgs. T-3029, 3030. T-3037 thru T-3039 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone, Co: Nottoway. VA 23824- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219030284-219030288 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 4292 sq. ft. ea.; selected periods are 
reserved for military/training exercises; 
most recent use—barracks. 

Bldgs. 1356.1360-1362,1668-1675.1678-1685 
Fort Pickett 

Blackstone, Co: Nottoway, VA 23824- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219030295-219030314 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 11000 sq. ft. ea.; selected periods 
are reserved for military/training exercises; 
most recent use—mess hall. 

Suitable/To Be Excessed 

Buildings (by State) 

California 
Bldg. 270 

Los Alamitos Armed Forces Reserve Center 
Main entrance on Lexington Dr. 

Los Alamitos. Co: Orange, CA 90720-5001 


Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120324 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 90 sq. ft., concrete/aluminum, off¬ 
site use only, most recent use—aircraft 
steam cleaning bldg. 

Maryland 
Bldg. 101 

Walter Reed Army Medical Center 
Forest Glen Section 

Silver Spring, Co: Montgomery. MD 20910- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012678 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 18438 sq. ft.; needs rehab; possible 
asbestos; building listed on National 
Historic Register. 

Bldg. 104 

Walter Reed Army Medical Center 
Forest Glen Section 

Silver Spring. Co: Montgomery. MD 20910- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012679 
Status: Underutilized 

Comment: 12495 sq. ft.; needs rehab; possible 
asbestos; building listed on National 
Historic Register. 

Bldg. 107 

Walter Reed Army Medical Center 
Forest Glen Section 

Silver Spring, Co: Montgomery. MD 20910- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012680 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 4107 sq. ft.; possible structural 
deficiencies; possible asbestos; historic 
property. 

Bldg.120 

Walter Reed Army Medical Center 
Forest Glen Section 

Silver Spring, Co: Montgomery. MD 20910- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012681 
Status: Underutilized 
Comment: 2442 sq. ft.; possible structural 
deficiencies; possible asbestos: historic 
property. 

Unsuitable Properties 
Buildings (by State) 

Alabama 
80 Bldgs. 

Redstone Arsenal 

Redstone Arsenal, Co: Madison. AL 35898- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014000, 219014003- 
219014005. 219014009, 219014012, 
219014015-219014053. 219014055-219014061. 
219014064. 219014066, 219014068-219014080. 
219014291-219014292. 219110109-219110111. 
219120247-219120251, 219130001. 
219140614-219140615 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: 

Secured Area 
Bldg. P00894 
Fort McClellan 

3rd Avenue in Area 8 Motor Pool 

Fort McClellan. Co: Calhoun, AL 36205-5000 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219110046 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: 


Other 

Comment: Gas station. 

Bldg. T00862 
Fort McClellan 

Off 21st Street between 2nd & 3rd Avenue 

Fort McClellan, Co: Calhoun. AL 36205-5000 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219130019 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: 

Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration. 

Complex A. B. C. D 

Anniston Army Depot 

Wherry Housing—Terrace Homes Apt. 

Anniston. Co: Calhoun, AL 36201- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219130104-219130107 

Status: Excess 

Reason: 

Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration. 

Two Bedroom Apt. 

Anniston Army Depot 

Wherry Housing—Terrace Homes Apt. 

Anniston. Co: Calhoun, AL 36201- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219130108 

Status: Excess 

Reason: 

Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration. 

77 Bldgs. 

Alabama Army Ammunition Plant 
110 Hwy. 235 * 

Childersburg. Co: Talladega, AL 35044- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219210018-219210094 
Status: Excess % 

Reason: 

Secured Area 
Bldgs. 5710. 5814. 5815 
Fort Rucker 

Ft. Rucker, Co: Dale, AL 36362- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219210140-219210141 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: 

Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration. 

Alaska 

Bldgs. 4006. 3705 

Fort Wainwright 

6th Infantry Division 

Fort Wainwright. Co: Fairbanks. AK 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219013778. 219013780 

Status: Excess 

Reason: 

Secured Area 
Bldg. 603 
Fort Richardson 

Fort Richardson. Co: Anchorage. AK 99505- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number. 219014289 

Status: Excess 

Reason: 

Secured Area 
Bldgs. P01024,1188. 2050 
Fort Wainwright. Co: Fairbanks, AK 99703- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014685-219014686. 
219014690 
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Status: Unutilized 
Reason: 

Floodway 

Bldgs. 1514.1546. 1568 

Fort Wainwright, Co: Fairbanks, AK 99703- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219014687-219014689 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: 

Within 2000 ft. of flammable or explosive 
material 
Secured Area 
Bldgs. 1066.1062 
Officer’s Military Housing 
Fort Wainwright, Co: Fairbanks. AK 99703- 
Location: North of Apple Street and West of 
100th Street. 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014091-219014692 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: 

Floodway 

Bldgs. T00168, T01347 

Fort Greely 

Ft. Greely. AK 99790- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219210124-219210125 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: 

Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration. 

Arizona 
49 Bldgs. 

Yuma Proving Ground 
Yuma. Co: Yuma/La Paz, AZ 85365-9102 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011738, 219011744- 
219011745, 219013931-219013958, 

219013962^219013964. 219013966-219013980 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: 

Secured Area 
32 Bldgs. 

Navajo Depot Activity 
Bellemont, Co: Coconino, AZ 86015- 
Location: 12 miles west of Flagstaff, Arizona 
on 1-40 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014560-219014591 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: 

Secured Area 

10 properties: 753 earth covered igloos; above 
ground standard magazines 
Navajo Depot Activity 
Bellemont; Co: Coconino, AZ 86015- 
Location: 12 miles west of Flagstaff. Arizona 
on 1-40. 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014592-219014601 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: 

Secured Area 
9 Bldgs. 

Navajo Depot Activity 

Bellemont, Co: Coconino, AZ 86015-5000 

Location: 12 miles west of Flagstaff on 1-40 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219030273-219030274. 

219120175-219120181 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
Bldgs. 15349, 15388. 22330, 84001 
Fort Huachuca 


Sierra Vista. Co: Cochise. AZ 65635- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219130003-219130004, 
219210016-219210017 
Status: Excess 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration. 

Arkansas 

Fort Smith USAR Center 

Fort Smith 

1218 South A Street 

Fort Smith, Co: Sebastian, AR 72901- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number. 219014928 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: 

Within 2000 ft. of FLammable or explosive 
material 

U.S. Army Garrison 
Fort Chaffee 
428 Ellis Avenue 

Fort Chaffee. Co: Sebastian. AR 72905-5000 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219110114 

Status: Underutilized 

Reason: Other 

Comment: Fuel pumphouse. 

U.S. Army Garrison 
Fort Chaffee 

1916 and 25201st Avenue 

Fort Chaffee. Co: Sebastian. AR 72905-5000 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219110115-219110118 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Other 

Comment: Fuel pumphouse. 

California 

P-12 Fort Ord 
East Garrison 

Fort Ord, Co: Monterey. CA 93940- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010722 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material 
18 Bldgs., Fort Ord 
Fort Ord, Co: Monterey. CA 93940- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010724-219010727, 
219010729-219010737, 

219010739. 219010741, 219010744 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: 

Secured Area 

(Some are also within 2000 ft. of flammable 
or explosive material) 

T-1781 Fort Ord 
4th St. and 1st Ave. 

Fort Ord, Co: Monterey, CA 93940- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010746 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material 
Other environmental 
Secured Area 

Comment: Friable asbestos. 

T-8. T-9, T-10, T-23, T-26, T-27. T-135 Fort 
Ord 

East Garrison 

Fort Ord. Co: Monterey, CA 93940- 
Landholding Agency: Army 


Property Number 219010747. 219010749. 
219010754, 219010758. 219010761, 219010765. 
219010774 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material 

T-1782, T-1783. T-1784, T-1785, T-1788, T-22 
Fort Ord 

Fort Ord, Co: Monterey. CA 93940- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010748, 219010750, 
219010752-219010753, 219010755-219010756 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material 
Other environmental 
Comment: Friable asbestos. 

T-1801, T-1787 Fort Ord 
4th St. and 1st Ave. 

Fort Ord. Co: Monterey, CA 93940- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010757, 219010921 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: 

Within 2000 ft. of flammable or explosive 
material 
Secured Area 
T-1800, T-1807 Fort Ord 
4th St. 2nd Ave. 

Fort Ord, Co: Monterey, CA 93940- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010759-219010760 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: 

Other environmental 
Secured Area 

Comment: Contains friable asbestos. 

10 Bldgs. Fort Ord 
Fort Ord. Co: Monterey. CA 93940- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010762-219010764, 
219010770-219010773. 219010791, 219010827. 
219010831 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
56 Bldgs. Fort Ord 
Fort Ord, Co: Monterey, CA 93940- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010766-219010767, 
219010769, 219010775-219010790. 
219010792-219010806. 219010808-219010816. 
219010818-219010819, 219010821, 
219010823-219010824, 219010828. 
219010828-219010829. 21913818-219013819, 
219013821. 219013826-219013827 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
6 Bldgs. Fort Ord 

Fort Ord. Co: Monterey. CA 93940- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010807. 219010817, 
219010820, 219010822, 219010825. 219013817 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material 
Bldgs. P-99, T-324 
Fort Hunter Liggett 
Jolon. Co: Monterey. CA 93944- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012413. 219012420 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Latrine, detached structure. 

Bldgs. P-177, P-178. 325 
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Fort Hunter Liggett 

Jolon. Co: Monterey. CA 93928- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number. 219012414-219012415. 

219012600 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material 
Didg. 18 

Riverbank Army Ammunition Plant 
5300 Claus Road 

Riverbank. Co: Stanislaus. CA 95307- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012554 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material 
Secured Area 
Bldgs. T-323. T-322 
Fort Hunter Liggett 
Mission Road 

Jolon. Co: Monterey. CA 93928- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012601-219012602 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material 

Comment; Within 2.000 ft of sewage facility. 
19 Bldgs. 

Fort Ord 

Fort Ord. Co: Moneterey. CA 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013574-219013577. 
219013579-219013581. 219013822-219013823. 
219013828-219013837 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
9 Bldgs.. Nos. 2-8.18.156 
Riverbank Army Ammunition Plant 
5300 Claus Road 

Riverbank, Co: Stanislaus. CA 95367- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013582-219013590 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
9 Bldgs. 

Fort Ord 

Fort Ord, Co: Monterey. CA 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013824. 219013838- 
219013839, 219014294-219014299 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: 

Within 2000 ft. of flammable or explosive 
material 
Secured Area 
9 Bldgs. 

Oakland Army Base 

Oakland, Co: Alameda, CA 94626-5000 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number. 219013903-219013906. 

219120048-219120051. 219140568 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
Bldg. S-108 
Sharpe Army Depot 
Lathrop. Co: San Joaquin. CA 95331- 
Location: Roth Road 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014290 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
6 Bldgs. 

Fort Ord 


Fort Ord, Co: Monterey. CA 93941- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013820. 219013825, 
219014300-219014303 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material Secured Area. 

Bldg. S-184 
Fort Hunter Liggett 

Ft. Hunter Liggett. Co: Monterey, CA 93928- 

Location: POL Road 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219014602 

Status: Underutilized 

Reason: Secured Area 

17 Bldgs. 

Sierra Army Depot 
Herlong, Co: Lassen, CA 96113- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014695-219014700. 
219014703-219014705. 219014713-219014717. 
219014719-219014721 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
Bldg. S-369 
Sierra Army Depot 
Herlong, Co: Lassen, CA 96113- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014706 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other, Secured Area 
Comment: Detached Latrine. 

Bldg. P-88 

Sierra Army Depot 

Road Oil Storage 

Herlong. Co: Lassen. CA 96113- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219014707 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Other 

Comment: Oil Storage Tank 

P-C0707, P-C0708, P-C0808-Igloo 

Sierra Army Depot 

Magazine Area 

Herlong. Co: Lassen, CA 96113- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014708-219014710 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
Bldgs. 173.177,197 
Roth Road—Sharpe Army Depot 
Lathrop. Co: San Joaquin. CA 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014940-219014942 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
Bldg. 39 Bldgs.. Nos. 3001-3040 
Wherry Housing. Title VIII 
Sierra Army Depot 
Herlong. Co: Lassen. CA 96113- 
Location: Intersection of Susanville Road and 
Flagler Blvd. 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219030128-219030167 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
27 Bldgs. 

Fort Ord 

Fort Ord, Co: Monterey. CA 93941-5777 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219030180-21903018Z 
219030346-219030300. 219040379-219040381. 
219110067-219110072 
Status: Unutilized 


Reason: Secured Area 

Bldgs. S-321. T-130 Sierra Army Depot 

Herlong, Co: Lassen. CA 96113- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219120046-219120047 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Secured Area 

7 Bldgs. Fort Ord 

Fort Ord Co: Monterey. CA 93941-5777 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120052-219120057. 
21920099 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material. Secured Area 
Bldgs. 13.171,178 Riverbank Ammun Plant 
5300 Claus Road 

Riverbank. Co: Stanislaus, CA 95367- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120162-219120164 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
Bldg. 81 

Los Alamitos Armed Forces Reserve Center 
Los Alamitos, Co: Orange, CA 90720-5001 
Location: Main entrance on Lexington Dr. 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120270 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 
Comment: Detached latrine 
Bldgs. S-80, S-115. S-133, S-136, S-200 
Sharpe Site 
Roth Road 

Lathrop. Co: San Joaquin. CA 95331- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219140262-219140266 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Secured Area * 

Colorado 
67 Bldgs. 

Pueblo Army Depot 
Pueblo, Co: Pueblo. CO 81001- 
Location: 14 miles East of Pueblo City on 
Highway 50 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012209, 219012211, 
219012214. 219012216, 219012221, 
219012223-219012224, 219012226-219012228, 
219012230-219012237, 219012239-219012257, 
219012260-219012278. 219012280-219012288, 
219012290-219012298. 219012300. 219012303. 
219012743. 219012745. 219012747-219012748, 
219014845. 219120058-219120063 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
Bldgs. T-9643, T-9644 
Fort Carson 
Butts Airfield 

Colorado Springs. Co: El Paso. CO 80913-5023 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013603-219013604 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 

Georgia 

Fort Stewart 

Sewage Treatment Plant 

Ft. Stewart. Co: Hinesville, GA 31314- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219013922 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Other 
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Comment: Sewage treatment 
Railway Spur and Bridge 
Fort Gillem 

Forest Park. Co: Clayton. GA 30050- 
Location: Located on Highway 42. Southeast 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014293 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within airport runway clear zone 
Facility 12304 
Fort Gordon 

Augusta. Co: Richmond. GA 30905- 
Location: Located off Lane Avenue 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014787 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Wheeled vehicle grease/ 
inspection rack 
Bldg. 5397 
Fort Benning 

Ft. Benning, Co: Muscogee, GA 31905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120268 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Detached lavatory bldg. 

Bldgs. 19719. 19720 
Fort Gordon 

Augusta. Co: Richmond. GA 30905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140179-219140180 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration 
26 Bldgs. 

Fort Gordon 

Augusta. Co: Richmond. GA 30905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219140181-219140206 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Structural damage 
Bldgs. GT001. GT002. GT003. GT004.11725- 
11727 

Fort Gordon 

Augusta, Co: Richmond, GA 30905- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219210130-219210139 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 

Hawaii 

PU-01. 02, 03. 04, 05. 06. 07. 08. 09.10.11 
Schofield Barracks 
Kolekolc Pass Road 
Wahiawa, Co: Wahiawa, HI 96786- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014836-219014837 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
TMK 1-6-8-6-11 
Dillingham Military Reservation 
Waialua. Co: Wahiawa. HI 96791- 
Location: Property adjacent to 68-999 
Farrington Highway 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219014838 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other environmental 
Comment: Civil Defense—Tsunami Inundated 
area 

TMK 1-8-9-1-29 

Dillingham Military Reservation 

Wailua. Co: Wahiawa. HI 96791- 


Location: In Quarry site 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219014839 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Secured Area 

P -001. PN-05 

Kahuku Training Area 

Kahuku Training Area Access Road 

Kahuku. HI 96731- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219030322-219030323 

Status: Underutilized 

Reason: Secured Area 

P-68 

Aliamanu Military Reservation 
Honolulu. Co: Honolulu. HI 96818- 
Location: Approximately 600 feet from Main 
Gate on Aliamanu Drive. 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219030324 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other environmental 
Comment: Friable Asbestos 
P-3384 East Range 
Schofield Barracks 
East Range Road 

Wahiawa. Co: Wahiawa, HI 96786- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219030361 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
Bldg. T-007 
Kahuku Training Area 
Old Nike Site 2 

Kahuku. Co: Kahuku. HI 96731- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140567 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 

Illinois 
577 Bldgs. 

Joliet Army Ammunition Plant 
Joliet, Co: Will. IL 60436- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010153-219010317, 
219010319-219010413. 219010415-219010439. 
219011750-219011879. 219011881-219011908. 
219012331, 219013076-219013138, 
219014722-219014781. 219030277-219030278. 
219040354. 219140441-219140446. 219210146 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Secured Area; many within 2000 ft. 
of flammable or explosive materials: some 
within floodway. 

Bldg. 251 

Rock Island Arsenal 

Rock Island. Co: Rock Island. IL 61299-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012357 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material. Secured Area 
Bldg. 725 
Fort Sheridan 

Highwood. Co: Lake. IL 60037-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219013769 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
Bldgs. 58. 59 and 72. 69. 64.105 
Rock Island Arsenal 

Rock Island. Co: Rock Island. IL 61299-5000 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219110104-219110108 


Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
Bldg. 133. Rock Island Arsenal 
Gillespie Avenue 

Rock Island. Co: Rock Island. IL 61299- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219210100 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration 

Indiana 

138 Bldgs. 

Indiana Army Ammunition Plant (INAAPJ 
Charlestown. Co: Clark. IN 47111- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010913-219010919. 
219010925-219010928. 219010929-219010936. 
219010952, 219010954-219010955. 219010957. 
219010959-219010960. 219010962-219010964. 
219010966-219010967, 219010969-219010970. 
219011449. 219011454, 219011456-219011457. 
219011459-219011464, 219013764, 219013848. 
219014608-219014620. 219014622-219014651. 
219014653-219014683, 219030315, 
219120168-219120171, 219140425-219140440 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material. Secured Area 
6 Bldgs. 

Indiana Army Ammunition Plant 
Charlestown, Co: Clark, IN 47111- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219010920. 219010924, 
219010927-219010928, 219014621. 219014652 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material 
55 Bldgs. 

Newport Army Ammunition Plant 
Newport. Co: Vermillion, IN 47966- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011584, 219011586- 
219011587, 219011589-219011590. 
219011592-219011627, 219011629-219011636. 
219011638-219011641. 219210149-219210151 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
Bldg T-109 

Fort Benjamin Harrison 
Beaumont Road 

Ft. Benjamin Harrison. Co: Marion. IN 47216- 
5450 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 2190)1648 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material 
25 Bldgs. 

Indiana Army Ammunition Plant 
Charlestown. Co: Clark. IN 47111- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219210152-219210155 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 

Iowa 
14 Bldgs. 

Iowa Army Ammunition Plant 
Middletown. Co: Des Moines. IA 52638- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012603. 219012605- 
219012607, 219012609. 219012611. 219012613. 
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219012615. 219012620, 219012622, 219012824, 
219120172-219120174 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft of flammable or 
explosive material, Secured Area 
33 Bldgs. 

Iowa Army Ammunition Plant 
Middletown. Co: Des Moines. IA 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013706-219013738 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 

Kansas 
37 Bldgs. 

Kansas Army Ammunition Plant 

Production Area 

Parsons. Co: Labette. KS 67357- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number. 219011909-219011945 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Secured Area (Most are within 2000 
ft. of flammable or explosive material) 

324 Bldgs. 

Sunflower Army Ammunition Plant 
35425 W. 103rd Street 
DeSoto, Co: Johnson, KS 86016- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219040005-219040006, 
219040032-219040353 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft of flammable or 
explosive material. Floodway, Secured 
Area 
25 Bldgs. 

Sunflower Army Ammunition Plant 
35425 W. 103rd Street 
DeSoto. Co: Johnson, KS 06018- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219040007-219040031 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material. Floodway 
Bldg. 9002 

Sunflower Army Ammunition Plant 
35525 W. 103rd Street 
DeSoto. Co: Johnson, KS 66018- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219110073 
Status: Excess 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material Secured Area 
35 Bldgs. 

Fort Riley 

Ft. Riley, Co: Geary. KS 66442- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219140207-219140240. 

219210126 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration 
33 Bldgs. 

Sunflower Army Ammunition Plant 
35425 West 103rd 
Desoto. Co: Johnson. KS 66018- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140569-219140577, 
219140580-219140592. 219140594, 
219140599-219140601. 219140608-219140612 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Secured Area. Within 2000 ft. of 
flammable or explosive material, Floodway 
11 Latrines 

Sunflower Army Ammunition Plant 
35425 West 103rd 


Desoto, Co: Johnson. KS 66018- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140578-219140579, 
219140593, 219140595-219140598, 
219140602-219140605 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 
Comment: Detached Latrine 

Kentucky 
Bldg. 126 

Lexington—Blue Grass Army Depot 
Lexington, Co: Fayette, KY 40511- 
Location: 12 miles northeast of Lexington, 
Kentucky. 

Landholding Agency; Army 
Property Number: 219011661 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other. Secured Area 
Comment: Sewage treatment facility 
Bldg. 12 

Lexington—Blue Grass Army Depot 
Lexington. Co: Fayette. KY 40511- 
Location: 12 miles Northeast of Lexington, 
Kentucky. 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011663 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Industrial waste treatment plant. 
Spring House 

Kentucky River Lock and Dam No. 1 
Highway 320 

Carrollton, Co: Carroll, KY 41008- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219040416 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 
Comment: Spring House 
Building 

Kentucky River Lock and Dam No. 4 

1021 Kentucky Avenue 

Frankfort. Co: Franklin. KY 40601-9999 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219040417 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Other 

Comment: Coal Storage 

Building 

Kentucky River Lock and Dam No. 4 

1021 Kentucky Avenue 

Frankfort, Co: Franklin, KY 40601-9999 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219040418 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Other 

Comment: Coal Storage 

Bam 

Kentucky River Lock and Dam No. 3 
Highway 561 

Pleasureville, Co: Henry. ICY 40057- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219040419 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: 110 year old bam with crumbled 
foundation. 

96 Bldgs. 

Fort Knox 

Ft. Knox. Co: Hardin, KY 40121- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140557-219140565, 
219210156-219210242 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 


Comment: Extensive deterioration 
Bldgs. TO5650. T06136. T06382, T06466 
Fort Campbell 

Ft. Campbell. Co: Christian, KY 42223- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219210132-219210135 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Secured Area 

Comment: Extensive deterioration. 

Louisiana 
58 Bldgs. 

Louisiana Army Ammunition Plant 
Doylin, Co: Webster, LA 71023- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011668-219011670, 
219011691. 219011700, 219011714-219011716. 
219011718-219011724. 219011726. 219011728. 
219011731. 219011733-219011737. 219012112. 
219013571-219013572. 219013862-219013869. 
219110124-219110137.219120287-219120290. 
219120303. 219140325-219140328. 219210147 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Secured Area (Most are within 2000 
ft. of flammable or explosive material) 

Staff Residences 

Louisiana Army Ammunition Plant 
Doyline, Co: Webster. LA 71023- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120284-219120286 
Status: Excess 
Reason: Secured Area 

Maryland 
55 Bldgs. 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 
Aberdeen City. Co: Harford. MD 21005-5001 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011406-219011417. 
219012608, 219012610. 219012612, 2190i2814. 
219012618-219012617, 219012619. 219012623. 
219012625-219012629, 219012631, 
219012633-219012635. 219012637-219012642, 
219012645-219012651, 219012855-219012664, 
219013773. 219014711-219014712, 219030316, 
219110140 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Most are in a secured area. (Some 
are within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material) (Some are in a 
floodway) 

P501 

Installation #24235 
Ballast House 

La Plata, Co: Charles, MD 20646- 
Location: At the end of the access road 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011643 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material. Secured Area 
19 Bldgs. 

Fort George G. Meade 
Fort Meade, Co: Anne Arundel. MD 20755- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014789, 219014847, 
219120153-219120158, 219130034-219130044 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
Bldg. 10401 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 
Aberdeen Area 

Harford, Co: Harford. MD 21005-5001 
Landholding Agency: Army 
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Property Number: 219110136 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Sewage treatment plant 
Bldg. 10402 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 
Aberdeen Area 

Aberdeen City. Co: Harford. MD 21005-5001 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219110139 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Sewage pumping station 
Bldgs. 142-1467, USARC Gaithersburg 
8510 Snouffers School Road 
Gaithersburg, Co: Montgomery MD 20879- 
1624 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number. 219120009-219120013 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Secured Area 

92 Bldgs. Ft. George G. Meade 

Ft. Meade. Co: Anne Arundel. MD 20755- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219130045-219130059. 

219140455-219140523. 219210116-219210123 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration 
Bldg. 351. Fort Ritchie 

Ft. Ritchie, Co: Washington, MD 21719-5010 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219210128 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration 

Massachusetts 

Material Technology Lab 
405 Arsenal Street 

Watertown. Co: Middlesex, MA 02132- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120161 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material. Floodway, Secured 
Area 
14 Bldgs. 

Fort Devens 

Ft. Devens. Co: Middlesex/Worce. MA 
01433- 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140241-219140254 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration. 

Michigan 

Bldgs. 602. 604 

US Army Garrison Selfridge 

Mt. Clemens, Co: Macomb. MI 48043- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219012355-219012356 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: 

Within airport runway clear zone 
Floodway 
Secured Area 
Detroit Arsenal Tank Plant 
28251 Van Dyke Avenue 
Warren. Co: Macomb. MI 48090- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014605 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 


33 Bldgs. 

Fort Custer Training Center 
2501 26th Street 

Augusta. Co: Kalamazoo. MI 49102-9205 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014947-219014963. 

219120001-219120008. 219140447-219140454 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 

Minnesota 

Bldgs. 113. 575, 598 

Twin Cities Army Ammunition Plant 

New Brighton. Co: Ramsey. MN 55112- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219120165-219120167 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Secured Area 

Bldgs. 573. 596 

Twin Cities Army Ammunition Plant 
Old Highway 8 

New Brighton. Co: Ramsey. MN 55112- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219210014-219210015 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: 

Secured Area 

Within 2000 ft. of flammable or explosive 
material 

Mississippi 

Bldgs. 8301. 8303-8305, 9158 
Mississippi Army Ammunition Plant 
Stennis Space Center, Co: Hancock, MS 
39529-7000 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219040438-219040442 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: 

Within 2000 ft. of flammable or explosive 
material 
Secured Area 

Missouri 

Lake City Army Ammo. Plant 
59. 59A. 59C. 59B 

Independence, Co: Jackson. MO 64050- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219013666-219013669 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Secured Area 

Building—Stockton Lake Project 

Old Mill Area 

Co: Cedar. MO 85785- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219040414 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Floodway 

Bldg #1, 2. 3 

St. Louis Army Ammunition Plant 
4800 Goodfellow Blvd. 

St. Louis. Co: St. Louis. MO 63120-1798 
landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219120067-219120069 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
79 Bldgs. 

Fort Leonard Wood 

Ft. Leonard Wood. Co: Pulaski, MO 65473- 
5000 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140348-219140424. 

219140634-219140635 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material 


Nebraska 
13 Bldgs. 

Comhusker Army Ammunition Plant 
Grand Island. Co: Hall. NE 68802- 
Location: 4 miles west (Potash Road| 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013849-219013861 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material 

Nevada 
124 Bldgs. 

Hawthorne Army Ammunition Plant 
Hawthorne, Co: Mineral. NV 89415- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011953. 219011955. 
219011957-219011958. 219011960. 
219011962-219011963. 219011965-219011967. 
219011969. 219011971-219011973. 219011975. 
219011979. 219011981. 219011983. 
219011985-219011986, 219011988-219011989. 
219011991-219011993. 219011995. 
219011998-219012001. 219012003-219012004. 
219012006-219012008. 219012010-219012012. 
219012014-219012015. 219012017-219012020. 
219012022-219012024. 219012026, 219012027. 
219012029-219012030. 219012032-219012033. 
219012035-219012036. 219012038-219012040. 
219012042-219012043. 219012045-219012048, 
219012050-219012055. 219012059-219012107. 
219013613-219013614 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
Bldg. 396 

Hawthorne Army Ammunition Plant 
Bachelor Enlisted Qtrs W/Dining Facilities 
Hawthorne. Co: Mineral. NV 89415- 
Location: East side of Decatur Street—North 
of Maine Avenue 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011997 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: 

Within airport runway clear zone 
Secured Area 
64 Bldgs. 

Hawthorne Army Ammunition Plant 
Hawthorne, Co: Mineral. NV 89415- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012002. 219012005. 
219012009. 219012013, 219012016, 219012021. 
219012025. 219012028. 219012031, 219012034, 
219012037. 219012041. 219012044. 
219013615-219013665 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: 

Secured Area 

(Some within airport runway clear zone: 
many within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material) 

62 Concrete Explo. Mag. Stor. 

Hawthorne Army Ammunition Plant 
Hawthorne. Co: Mineral. NV 89415- 
Location: North Mag. Area 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120150 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: 

Secured Area 

259 Concrete Explo. Mag. Stor. 

Hawthorne Army Ammunition Plant 
Hawthorne. Co: Mineral. NV 89415- 
Location: South & Central Mag. Areas 
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Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120151 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: 

Secured Area 

New Jersey 
194 Bldgs. 

Armament Res. Dev. & Eng. Ctr. 

Picatinny Arsenal, Co: Morris. NJ 07800-5000 
Location: Route 15 north 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010440-219010474. 
219010476, 219010478. 219010639-219010721. 
219012423-219012475, 219013787. 
219014306-219014321, 219030269-219030270. 
219140616-219140617 
Status- Excess 
Reason: 

Within 2000 ft. of flammable or explosive 
material 
Secured Area 
12 Bldgs. 

Armament Reserve Dev. and Engineering 
Center 

Route 15 North 

Picatinny Arsenal. Co: Morris, NJ 07806- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219012756-219012767 

Status: Excess 

Reason: 

Secured Area 
Bldg. 2337 
Fort Monmouth 
Charles Wood Area 
Wall. Co: Monmouth. NJ 07719- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012328 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: 

Secured Area 
18 Bldgs. (Evans Area) 

Fort Monmouth 

Wall. Co: Monmouth, Nj 07719- 
Landholding Agency: Aimy 
Property Number 219012829-219012844. 

21S013786. 219210102 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: 

Secured Area 

Bldgs. 13-14,15A, 41,100,110-111 

Military Ocean Terminal 

Bayonne, Co: Hudson, NJ 07002- 

Location: Foot of 32nd Street and Route 169. 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219013890-219013896 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: 

Flood way 
Secured Area 

New York 

Bldgs. 10, 20, 40 
Watervliet Arsenal 

Watervliet, Co: Albany. NY 12189-4050 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012514. 219012516, 
219012519 

Status: Underutilized 
Reason: 

Within 2000 ft. of flammable or explosive 
material 
Secured Area 
Bldg. 25 

Watervliet Arsenal 


Watervliet, Co: Albany, NY 12189-4050 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012521 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: 

Within 2000 ft. of flammable or explosive 
material 
Secured Area 
Comment: Contamination. 

Bldg. 110 
Fort Totten 
110 Duane Road 

Bayside. Co: Queens. NY 11359- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219012589 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason; 

Other 

Comment: Contamination. 

Bldgs. 202, 204, Fort Totten 
Bayside. Co: Queens, NY 11357- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219210130-219210131 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration. 

Ohio 
63 Bldgs. 

Ravenna Army Ammunition Plant 
Ravenna, Co: Portage, OH 44266-9297 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012476-219012507. 
219012509-219012513, 219012515. 
219012517-219012518, 219012520, 
219012522-219012523. 219012525-219012528. 
219012530-219012532, 219012534-219012535, 
219012537. 219013670-219013677, 219013781, 
219210148 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 

Oklahoma 

Bldg. P-2505 
Fort Sill 

2505 Sheridan Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-51000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011243 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Latrine, detached structure. 

553 Bldgs. 

McAlester Army Ammunition Plant 
McAlester, Co: Pittsburg, OK 74501-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011674. 219011680. 
219011684, 219011687, 219012113, 
219013792-219013793. 219013981-219013995. 
219014081-219014102. 219014104. 
219014107-219014137. 219014139, 
219014141-219014159. 219014161-219014162. 
219014165-219014216. 219014216-219014274. 
219014336-219014559. 219030007-219030127, 
219040004 

Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
(Some are within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material) 

P-3042, Fort Sill 
3042 Austin Road 

Lawton. Co: Comanche. OK 73503-5100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219130060 
Status: Unutilized 


Reason: Other 

Comment: Structurally unsound. 

33 Bldgs. 

Fort Sill 

Lawton, Co: Comanche, OK 73503- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219140524-210140558 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration. 

Oregon 

11 Bldgs. 

Tooele Army Depot 
Umatilla Depot Activity 
Hermiston. Co: Morrow/Umatilla. OR 97838- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219012174-219012176, 
219012176-219012179. 219012190-219012191, 
219012197-219012198. 219012217. 219012229 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
24 Bldgs. 

Tooele Army Depot 
Umatilla Depot Activity 
Hermiston, Co: Morrow/Umatilla. OR 
97836- 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers 219012177. 219012185- 
219012186. 219012189. 219012195-219012196, 
219012199-219012205, 219012207-219012208, 
219012225. 219012279, 219014304-219014305. 
219014782. 219014844, 219030362-219030383, 
219120032 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: 

Secured Area 

Pennsylvania 

Defense Personnel Support Ctr. 

2800 South 20th Street 

Philadelphia, Co: Philadelphia, PA 19101-8419 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Numbers 219011664 

Status: Underutilized 

Reason: 

Other environmental 
Secured Area 

Comment: Friable asbestos. 

Hays Army Ammunition Plant 
300 Miffin Road 

Pittsburgh, Co: Allegheny, PA 15207- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219011666 
Status: Excess 
Reason: Secured Area 
58 Bldgs. 

Fort Indiantown GAP 

Annville, Co: Lebanon, PA 17003-6011 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219140267-219140324 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration. 

South Carolina 

14 Bldgs.—Fort Jackson 
Ft. Jackson. Co: Richland. SC 29207- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219140329, 219140331, 
219140333. 219140337-219140347 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration. 
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Rldg. D-5674 
Fori Jackson 

Ft. Jackson. Co: Richland. SC 292U7- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219140330 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 
Comment: Detached Latrine. 

4 Bldgs. 

Fort Jackson 

Ft. Jackson. Co: Richland. SC 29207- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219140332. 219140334- 
219140330 

Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Structural dumage. 

Tennessee 
Bldg. 100 

Volunteer Army Ammo. Plant 
Chattanooga. Co: Hamilton, TN 37422- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010475 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: 

Within 2000 ft. of flammable or explosive 
material 
Secured Area. 

23 Bldgs. 

Volunteer Army Ammo. Plant 
Chattanooga. Co: Hamilton, TN 37422- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219010477. 219010479- 
219010500 

Status: Underutilized 
Reason: 

Secured Area 

(Some are within 2000 ft. of flammable on 
explosive material) 

45 Bldgs. 

Milan Army Ammunition Plant 
Milan, Co: Carroll. TN 38358- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010501. 219010503, 
219010505. 219010545. 219010551. 219010554. 
219010557. 219010507. 219010569. 219010573. 
219010578. 219010596. 219010600-219010602, 
219010604. 219010606-219010607, 
219010610-219010611, 219010613-219010622, 
219010624-219010634, 219010922. 
219030317-219030319 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: 

Secured Area 

(Some are within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material) 

201 Bldgs. 

Milan Army Ammunition Plant 
Milan. Co: Carroll, TN 38356- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219010504. 219010506- 
219010508. 219010510. 219010515. 219010521. 
219010523. 219010525-219010526. 219010531, 
219010536-219010539, 219010544. 219010546. 
219010548-219010550. 219010553. 
219010555-219010556. 219010556. 
219010561-219010566. 21901056a 
219010570-219010572, 219010574-219010575. 
219010577-219010562. 219010584-219010586. 
219010568-219010595, 219010597. 219010599. 
219010635-219010638, 219010923. 
219014792-219014795. 219014797. 
219014601-219014802. 219014804-219014811. 
219030317-219030319, 219030321. 21911001- 


219110031. 219110074-219110101. 
219120182-219120246 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: 

Secured Area 

(Some are within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material) 

23 Bldgs. 

Hotston Army Ammunition Plant 
Kingsport. Co: Hawkins. TN 61299-6000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012304-219012309. 
219012311-219012312. 219012314. 
219012316-219012317. 219012319. 219012325. 
219012328, 219012330. 219012332. 
219012334-219012335. 219012337. 
219013789-219013790. 219030266. 219140613 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: 

Secured Area 

(Some are within 2000 ft of flammable or 
explosive material) 

Texas 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw. Co: Tarrant, TX 76079- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011665 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Easement to city of Saginaw for 
sewer pipeline ending 5/15/2023. 

18 Bldgs. 

Ixme Star Army Ammunition Plant 
Highway 82 West 

Taxarkana. Co: Bowie, TX 75505-9100 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219012524. 219012529. 
219012533. 219012536. 219012539-219012540. 
219012542. 219012544-219012545. 
219030337-219030345 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: 

Within 2000 ft. of flammable or explosive 
material 
Secured Areas 
Bldgs. 0021A, 0027A 
Longhorn Army Ammunition Plant 
Kamack. Co: Harrison, TX 75661- 
Location: State highway 43 north 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219012548. 219012548 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
Bldg. 14 

Saginaw Army Aircraft Plant 
Saginaw Co: Tarrant, TX 76070- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014823 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 
Comment: Pump house. 

Bldg. 9042 

Possum Kingdom Rec Area 

Star Route. Box 200 

Crayford, Co: Palo Pinto, TX 76045- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219040397 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Other 

Comment: Detached latrine. 

Bldg. 9046 

Possum Kingdom Rec Area 

Star Route. Box 200 

Crayford. Co: Palo Pinto, TX 76045- 


Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 2190403VW 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Sewage treatment plant. 

Bldg. 9047 

Possum Kingdom Kec Area 

Star Route. Box 200 

Grayford, Co: Palo Pinto. TX 76045- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219040400 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Other 

Comment: Chlorine Building. 

Bldg. 4601 

Fort Bliss 

4801 Drake Street 

El Paso. Co: El Paso, TX 79916- 

tandholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219110064 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Other 

Comment: Gas Station. 

Bldg. 40A Red River Army Depot 

Texarkana. Co: Bowie. TX 75505- 

lumdholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219120064 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Secured Area 

Bldg. T-1191, T-1198 Fori Sam Houston 

San Antonio. Co: Bexar. TX 78234-5000 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Numbers: 219120065-219120086 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material 
27 Amunition Magazines 
Fort Bliss Ammunition Supply Point 
El Paso. Co: El Paso. TX 79916- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219120072-219120096 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration. 

Bldg. 05 

Red River Army Depot 
18 miles W. of Taxarkana. Hwy. 82 
Texarkana, Co: Bowie. TX 75507-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219130002 
Status: Excess 
Reason: Secured Area 
Bldg. 247 

Red River Army Depot 

18 miles west of Texarkana U S. Hwy. 82 

Texarkana. Co: Bowie. TX 75507-5000 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219140255 

Status: Underutilized 

Reason: Secured Area 

Bldg. 3474. Fort Hood 

Training Road 

Ft Hood. Co: Coryell. TX 76544- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219210129 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration 

Utah 

21 Bldgs. 

Tooele Army Depot 

Tooele. Co: Tooele. UT 84074-5008 

landholding Agency: Army 
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Property Numbers: 219012114-219012115, 
219012121, 219012138, 219012140, 219012150, 
219012153. 219012159. 219012162. 

219012164-219012167. 219012169-219012170, 
219012172, 219012752. 219012755. 219030366. 
219120031. 219120263 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
18 Bldgs. 

Tooele Army Depot 
Tooele, Co: Tooele. UT 84074-5008 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219012142-219012144. 
219012148-219012149. 219012152, 219012155. 
219012156, 219012158, 219012163, 219012171, 
219012742. 219012750-219012751. 219014938. 
219040003. 219120279, 219120281 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 

12 Bldgs. 

Dugway Proving Ground 
Dugway, Co: Toole, UT 84022- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219013996-219013999, 
219130008. 219130011-219130013. 
219130015-219130018 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
4 Bldgs. 

Dugway Proving Ground 
Dugway. Co: Toole, UT 84022- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219014693. 219130009- 
219130010, 219130014 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
Bldg. 104 

Tooele Army Depot, North Area 
Tooele, Co: Tooele. UT 84074-5008 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219120014 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration 

13 Bldgs. 

Tooele Army Depot, South Area 
Tooele. Co: Tooele. UT 84074-5008 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219120015-21912027 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration 

Virginia 
165 Bldgs. 

Radford Army Ammunition Plant 
Radford. Co: Montgomery. VA 24141- 
Location: State Highway 114 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219010833, 219010836, 
219010839, 219010842, 219010844, 
219010847-219010890. 219010892-219010912, 
219011521-219011577. 219011581-219011583, 
219011585, 219011588. 219011591, 
219013559-219013570. 219110142-219110143. 
219120070-219120071, 219140618-219140633 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material. Secured Area 
13 Bldgs. 

Radford Army Ammunition Plant 
Radford. Co: Montgomery. VA 24141- 
Location: State Highway 114 
Landholding Agency: Army 


Property Numbers: 219010834-219010835. 
219010837-219010838. 219010840-219010841, 
219010843. 219010845-219010846, 219010891, 
219011578-219011580 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material. Other, Secured Area 
Comment: Latrine, detached structure 
4 Bldgs. 

Fort Belvoir, Co: Fairfax. VA 22060- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Numbers: 219012547, 219012553, 
219012556. 219012562 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material 
22 Bldgs. 

U.S. Army Combined Arms Support 
Command 

Fort Lee. Co: Prince George, VA 23801- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219120033-219120045, 
219120160. 219130008-219130007, 
219140256-219140261 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration 
Bldg. 448, Fort Myer 
Co: Arlington. VA 22211- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219210127 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration 
Bldgs. T-221, T-329, T-330. T-331 
Vint Hill Farms Station 
Warrenton, Co: Fauquier, VA 22186- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219210142-219210145 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration 
Washington 
6 Bldgs. 

130-228th Street, S.W. 

Federal Regional Center (FEMA) Labatory 
Bothell, Co: Snohomish, WA 98021- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011637, 219011642, 
219011644. 219011648-219011647, 219011649 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
35 Bldgs. 

Fort Lewis 

Fort Lewis, Co: Pierce, WA 98433-5000 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011651-219011652, 
219011654-219011660. 219011662, 219013782, 
219013882-219013888, 219013900, 
219013907-219013920, 219110144. 219140566 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
Bldgs. 209 

Yakima Firing Center 
Yakima. Co: Yakima. WA 98901-5000 
Location: Exit 26 off [-82 on Yakima Firing 
Center Road 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219040363 
Status: Excess 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material. Secured Area 

Wisconsin 
6 Bldgs. 


Badger Army Ammunition Plant 
Baraboo, Co: Sauk. WI 53913- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011094. 219011209- 
219011212, 219011217 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material. Other environmental, 
Secured Area 

Comment: Friable asbestos 
154 Bldgs. 

Badger Army Ammunition Plant 
Baraboo. Co: Sauk, WI 53913- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011104, 219011106, 
219011108-219011113. 219011115-219011117, 
219011119-219011120, 219011122-219011139, 
219011141-219011142, 219011144, 
219011148-219011208, 219011213-219011218. 
219011218-219011234. 219011236, 219011238, 
219011240, 219011242, 219011244. 219011247, 
219011249. 219011251. 219011254, 219011256, 
219011259. 219011263, 219011265, 219011268, 
219011270. 219011275. 219011277, 219011280, 
219011282. 219011284. 219011286. 219011290, 
219011293. 219011295, 219011297. 219011300, 
219011302, 219011304-219011311. 219011317, 
219011319. 219011320, 219011321, 219011323 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material. Other environmental. 
Secured Area 

Comment: Friable asbestos 
Bldgs. P-10111 
Fort McCoy 

Army Hospital Complex 

Sparta, Co: Monroe. WI 54656-5000 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219013443 * 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Other 

Comment: Structure is boiler plant for 
hospital. 

Bldg. 264 

Badger Army Ammunition Plant 
Bus Station 

Baraboo. Co: Sauk, WI 53913- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013784 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material 
6 Bldgs. 

Badger Army Ammunition Plant 
Baraboo. Co: Sauk, WI 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013870-219013875 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
5 Bldgs. 

Badger Army Ammunition Plant 
Baraboo Co: Sauk WI 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013876-219013878. 

219030275-219030276 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 
Bldgs. 6513-27. 6823-2, 6861-4 
Badger Army Ammunition Plant 
Baraboo. Co: Sauk, WI 53913- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219210097-219210099 
Status: Unutilized 
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Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material, Secured Area 
13 Bldgs.. Fort McCoy 
US Hwy. 21 

Ft. McCoy. Co: Monroe, W1 54656- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219210103-219210115 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Extensive deterioration 
Land (by State) 

Alabama 

23 acres and 2284 acres 
Alabama Army Ammunition Planl 
110 Hwy. 235, 

Cbildersburg, Co: Talladega. AL 35044- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219210095-219210096 
Status: Excess 
Reason: Secured Area 

Alaska 
Dike Range 
Fort Wainwright 

Fort Wainwright, Co: Fairbanks. AK 99703- 
Location: 14 miles south of Fairbanks 
landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014684 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material, Floodway 
F.klutna Mountain & Glacier 
Training Site 

Fort Richardson, Co: Anchorage, AK 99505- 
Location: 18 miles from Fort Richardson 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014788 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Unexploded ordanance 
Davis Range 
Fort Richardson 

Fort Richardson. Co: Anchorage. AK 99505- 
Location: SW Portion of Installation 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219030267 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 

Georgia 

Facility EH001 
Fort Gordon 

Augusta. Co: Richmond, GA 30905- 
Location: Located at the Eisenhower Army 
Medical Center 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014786 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Heliport—concrete pad 

Illinois 

Group 66A 

Joliet Army Ammunition Plant 
Joliet. Co: Will. IL 60436- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219010414 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material Secured Area 
Parcel 1 

Joliet Army Ammunition Plant 
Joliet. Co: Will. IL 80435- 
Location: South of the 811 Magazine Area, 
adjacent to the River Road. 
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Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012810 
Status: Excess 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material. Floodway 
Parcel No. 2, 3 

Joliet Army Ammunition Plant 
Joliet, Co: Will. IL 60435- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013795-219013797 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material. Floodway 

Parcel No. 4. 5. 6 

Joliet Army Ammunition Plant 

Joliet. Co: Will. IL 60435- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219013798-219013800 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material, Floodway 
Homewood USAR Center 
18750 S. Halsted Street 
Homewood, Co: Cook. IL 60430- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014067 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 

Indiana 

Newport Army Ammunition Plant 
East of 14th St. & North of S. Blvd. 

Newport, Co: Vermillion, IN 47966- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012360 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material, Secured Area 

Louisiana 

Land 

Louisiana Army Ammunition Plant 
Doyline, Co: Webster, LA 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219013923 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Barrow pit, predominately under 
water 

Maryland 

Carroll Island. Graces Quarters 
Aberdeen Proving Ground 
Edge wood Area 

Aberdeen City, Co: Harford. MD 21010-5425 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219012630. 219012632 

Status: Underutilized 

Reason: Floodway. Secured Area 

Nebraska 

Land 

Comhusker Army Ammunition Plant 
Potash Road 

Grand Island. Co: Hall. NE 66802- 
Location: 4 miles west of Grand Island. 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013785 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Floodway 

New Jersey 
Land 

Armament Research Development 8 Eng. 
Center 

Route 15 North 
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Picatinny Arsenal, Co: Morris. N) 07806- 
tandbolding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219013788 
Status: Unutilized 
Reason: Secured Area 

New York 
W'atervliet Arsenal 

Watervliet, Co: Albany. NY 12109-4050 
Location: East of Main Arsenal Reservation 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219012508 
Status: Excess 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Easement to N.Y, State. 6-lane 
highway construction. 

Oklahoma 

McAlester Army Ammo. Plant 
McAlester. Co: Pittsburg. OK 74501-5000 
Location: 10 miles south of McAlester OK 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219011671 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material 
McAlester Army Ammo. Plant 
McAlester Army Ammunition Plant 
McAlester. Co: Pittsburg, OK 74501- 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219014603 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material 

Pennsylvania 

Lickdale Railhead 

Fort Indiantown Gap 

Lickdate. Co: Lebanon, PA 17038- 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number: 219012359 

Status: Excess 

Reason: Floodway 

Land 

Raystown Lake 

Huntingdon. Co: Huntingdon. PA 
Location: Downstream of Raystown Lake. 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219040420 
Status: Excess 
Reason: Other 

Comment: Property Landlocked 

Tennessee 

Land 

Volunteer Army Ammunition Plant 
Chattanooga. Co: Hamilton. TN 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013791 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or 
explosive material, Secured Area 
Volunteer Army Ammo. Plant 
Chattanooga. Co: Hamilton, TN 
Location: Area around VAAP—outside fence 
in buffer zone. 

Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219013880 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within 2000 ft of flammable or 
explosive material. Secured Area 
McClure Bend 

Cordell Hull Dam and Reservoir 
Carthage. Co: Smith. TN 37030- 
Location: Highway 85 to McClure Bend Road. 
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Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number: 219040412 
Status Underutilized 
Reason: Flood way 
Brooks Bend 

Cordell Hull Dam and Reservoir 
Highway 85 to Brooks Bend Road 
Gainesboro, Co: Jackson, TN 38562- 
Location: Tracts 800, 802-806, 835-837, 900- 
902.1000-1003. 1025 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number. 219040413 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Fioodway 
Cheatham Lock and Dam 
Highway 12 

Ashland City. Co: Cheatham. TN 37015- 
Location: Tracts E-513, E-512-1 and E-512-2 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219040415 
Status: Underutilized 
Reason: Floodway 

Virginia 

Fort Belvoir Military Reservation—5.6 Acres 
South Post Located West of Pohick Road 
Fort Belvoir. Co: Fairfax. VA 22060- 
Location: Rightside of King Road 
Landholding Agency: Army 
Property Number 219012550 
Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Within airport runway clear zone. 

Secured Area 
Comment: 5.6 acres 

Wisconsin 

Land 

Badger Army Ammunition Plant 
Baraboo, Co: Sauk. W1 53913- 
Location: Vacant land within plant 
boundaries. 

Landholding Agency: Army 

Property Number 219013783 

Status: Unutilized 

Reason: Secured Area 

|FR Doc. 92r-5744 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

billing cooc «io-29-n 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

Amended Notice of Intent To Prepare 
an Environmental Impact Statement; 
Newmont Gold Company. Eureka and 
Elko Counties, NV 

[NV-010-92-4130-091 

agency: Bureau of Land Management. 
Interior. 

action: Amendment to the notice of 
intent to prepare an environmental 
impact statement; Newmont Gold 
Company's gold quarry mine expansion. 

SUMMARY: On February 14,1992, a 
notice of intent to prepare the Gold 
Quarry Mine Expansion Environmental 
Impact Statement was published in the 
Federal Register on pages 5462-5463. 
Since the publication of the Notice of 
Intent, the Elko public scoping meeting 


has been relocated. The April 7,1992, 
scoping meeting will now be held at the 
Elko Convention Center on 700 Moren 
Way Elko, Nevada. All other terms and 
conditions of the previous notice 
continue to apply. 

Dated: March 3,1992. 

Rodney Hams, 

Elko District Manager. 

|FR Doc. 92-5840 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILUNG CODE 4310-HC-* 


l MT-070-02-4320-12-AD VB ] 

District Grazing Advisory Board 
Meeting; Montana 

agency: Bureau of Land Management. 
Butte District Office, Interior. 
action: Notice of meeting. 

summary: A meeting of the Butte 
District Crazing Advisory Board will be 
held Tuesday, April 7 in the conference 
room of the Butte district office 106 
North Parkmont, Butte, Montana. The 
meeting will begin at 8 a.m. On the 
agenda will be a discussion of range 
work planned for FY92, biological 
control of weeds, the wild horse 
program, the riparian initiative, and the 
district's procedures for notifying the 
public of planned projects. 

The meeting is open to the public. 
Interested persons may make oral 
statements to the board or file written 
statements for the board’s 
consideration. Anyone wishing to make 
oral statements should make prior 
arrangements with the district manager. 
Summary minutes of the meeting will be 
maintained in the district office and will 
be available for public inspection and 
reproduction during regular business 
hours within 30 days following the 
meeting. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

James R. Owings. District Butte District, 
Bureau of Land Management, Box 3388, 
Butte. Montana 59702. 

Dated: March 5,1992. 

James R. Owings, 

District Manager. 

|FR Doc. 92-5848 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 
BILLING CODE 4310-0N-N 


[OR-013-4329-02: GP2-164J 

Grazing Advisory Board; Meeting 

agency: Bureau of Land Management. 
action: Notice of a meeting of the 
Lakeview District Crazing Advisory 
Board. 


summary: The meeting is scheduled for 
April 8,1992, beginning at 10 a.m. in the 


Lakeview District conference room, 
located at 1000 South Ninth Street, 
Lakeview, Oregon. The purpose of the 
meeting is to review drought conditions 
and give an update on Lakeview District 
grazing projects. The public is welcome. 
dates: April 8,1992.10 a.m. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Judy Nelson or Lisa Swinney. Lakeview 
District Office, P.O. Box 151/1000 South 
Ninth Street, Lakeview, OR 97630, 
(Telephone 503-947-2177). 

Judy Nelson, 

District Manager. 

[FR Doc. 92-5839 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOE 4310-33-M 


ICA-060-01-4212-13; CA-28048) 

Reaity Action; Exchange of Public and 
Private Lands, Riverside County, CA 

agency: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 

action: Amendment to notice of realty 
action. 


summary: This notice amends the legal 
description of the selected public lands 
described in the Notice of Realty Action 
published in the Federal Register on 
Friday, May 17,1991, in Vol. 56, No. 96, 
pages 22884, 22885, and 22886. 

The land description is amended to 
include the following public land: ' 

T. 5 S.. R. 8 

Sec. 28: NEl/4. 

Riverside County. California Containing 
160 acres, more or Jess. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

purpose of the lands exchange is to 
acquire non-federal land within the 
Santa Rosa Mountains National Scenic 
Area (SRMNSA) and the Salt Creek 
ACEC. The exchange would create a 
more logical and efficient land 
management pattern and enhance the 
Bureau of Land Management's goal to 
dispose of isolated unclassified public 
lands in exchange for private lands 
within the above described special 
management areas. The proposed 
exchange would be processed in strict 
conformance with the Land-Tenure 
Adjustment Element of the California 
Desert Conservation Area (COCA) Plan. 
Acquisition of private lands within the 
SRMNSA and Salt Creek ACEC is 
needed to protect wildlife, recreation, 
cultural and aesthetic values in the 
Santa Rosa Mountains and the Salt 
Creek ACEC, as described in the 
previous NORA publications cited 
above. 

The public land proposed for disposal 
is unclassified in the CDCA Plan and is 
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an isolated parcel surrounded by private 
lands with limited or no public access. 
The exchange is being pursued with the 
view that disposal of the isolated public 
land and acquisition of offered private 
lands within the Salt Creek ACEC and 
the Santa Rosa Mountains National 
Scenic Area would serve the public 
interest. 

The selected public land will be used 
to equalize land values for offered 
private lands within the Salt Creek 
ACEC and the SRMNSA pursuant to the 
exchange pooling agreement between 
The Nature Conservancy (TNC) and the 
Bureau of Land Management (BLM). The 
BLM has entered into a land exchange 
pooling agreement with TNC to acquire 
private lands within these special 
management areas through a series of 
land exchanges to occur within the next 
two years until the values of the offered 
and selected lands reach equal fair 
market value as described by regulation. 

The lands to be transferred from the 
United States will be subject to the 
following reservations: 

1. A reservation to the United States 
of a right-of-way for ditches and canals 
constructed by the authority of the 
United States: Act of August 30,1890 (43 
U.S.C. 945). 

2. All minerals will be conveyed 
unless following the completion of 
mineral reports the authorized officer 
will determine what, if any, mineral 
interests will need to be reserved to the 
United States based upon the presence 
and value of mineral deposits. 

3. Those rights for a canal granted to 
the Bureau of Reclamation by right-of- 
way grant LA-081554, pursuant to the 
Act of December 5,1924 (43 Stat. 672). 

4. Those rights for a canal granted to 
the Bureau of Reclamation by right-of- 
way grant LA-098198, pursuant to the 
Act of December 5.1924 (43 Stat. 672). 

5. Those rights for a Federal Aid 
Highway granted to the California 
Department of Transportation 
(CALTRANS) by right-of-way grant, LA- 
051842, pursuant to the Act of November 
9,1921 (42 Stat. 212). 

6. Those rights for a Federal Aid 
Highway granted to CALTRANS by 
right-of-way grant, R-2008, pursuant to 
the Act of August 27,1958 (72 Stat. 916). 

In addition to the above reservations, 
transfer of the public land from the 
United States to TNC will also be 
subject to the following third party 
rights: 

1. Those rights for an existing 
reservoir and water transmission line 
granted to the City of Coachella by 
right-of-way grant, R-2748, pursuant to 
the Act of February 15,1901 (31 Stat. 
790). 


2. Those rights for an existing 
telecommunications line granted to U.S. 
Sprint Communication Company, its 
successors or assigns, by right-of-way 
grant, CA-18888. pursuant to the Act of 
October 21.1976 (90 Stat. 2776). 

3. Those rights for an existing 
telecommunications line granted to 
General Telephone and Telegraph, its 
successors or assigns, by right-of-way 
grant, CA-2197, pursuant to the Act of 
March 4,1911 (36 Stat. 1253). 

Publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register segregates the public 
land from the operation of the public 
land laws and the mining laws, except 
for mineral leasing. This segregative 
effect will expire upon issuance of 
patent or two (2) years from the date of 
publication, whichever occurs First. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Russell L. Kaldenberg, Area Manager. 
Palm Springs-South Coast Resource 
Area. 63-500 Garnet Avenue, North 
Palm Springs, California, 92258-2000, 
(619) 251-0812. 

Dated: March 5.1992. 

]ean Rivers-Council, 

Acting District Manager. 

[FR Doc. 92-5841 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-40-N 


[CA-050-09-4333-13; CACA 27371] 

agency: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 

action: Notice of realty action; 
exchange of public and private lands in 
Trinity County. California. 

summary: The following described 
public lands are being considered for 
exchange to Irvin J. and Edith Smith, 
under section 206 of the Federal Land 
Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43 
U.S.C. 1716). 

Note: Not all lands identified below 
may be involved in the exchange. Some 
may be deleted to eliminate possible 
conflicts that could arise during 
processing. The final selection of 
properties will be made to achieve 
comparable values between the offered 
and selected lands. 

Selected Public Land 
T. 33 N.. R. 10 W.. 

Section 17. S^SWVSn Section 19, Lots 15, 

20 . 

Mount Diablo Meridian. California, 
containing 103.58 acres, more or less. 

In exchange for these lands, the 
Federal Government will acquire the 
surface and mineral estate, excluding 
the locatable mineral estate, of non- 


Federal lands described as follows: 

T. 33 N., R. 11 W., 

Sec. 1, 

All that portion of Trinity County AP# 12- 
12-42 lying west of the centerline of State 
Highway 299W, Mount Diablo Meridian. 
California. Containing 64.8 acres, more or 
less. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

purpose of this exchange is to block up 
public lands along the Trinity River, and 
to provide public access to the river for 
recreational use. This exchange is 
consistent with Bureau planning for the 
lands involved. The public interest will 
be well served by making the exchange. 

Lands to be transferred from the 
United States will be subject to the 
following reservations, terms and 
conditions: 

(1) A reservation to the United States 
for a right-of-way for ditches and canals 
constructed under the authority of the 
Act of August 20.1890 (43 U.S.C. 945). 

(2) Any authorized land uses, such as 
rights-of-ways, will be identified as prior 
existing rights. 

This notice, as provided in 43 CFR 
2201.1(b), shall segregate the public 
lands that are being considered for.this 
exchange. By publication of this notice, 
those vacant, unappropriated and 
unreserved public lands described 
above are segregated from settlement, 
location, and entry under the public 
lands and minerals laws. The 
segregative effect shall terminate upon 
issuance of patent, or upon publication 
in the Federal Register of a termination 
of the segregation, or two years from the 
date of this notice, whichever occurs 
first. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: On or before April 27, 
1992. The public is invited to comment 
on the proposed exchange. Comments 
may be sent to the Area Manager, 
Redding Resource Area, 355 Hemsted 
Drive, Redding, California 96002. Any 
adverse comments will be evaluated by 
the District Manager, who may vacate or 
modify this realty action and issue a 
final determination. In the absence of 
any action by the District Manager, this 
action will become the final 
determination. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Patricia Cook, Realty Specialist, at the 
address above. 

Dated: March 6,1992. 

Mark T. Morse, 

Area Manager. 

[FR Doc. 92-5843 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILUNG CODE 4310-40-41 
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Bureau of Mines 

Information Collection Submitted to 
the Office of Management and Budget 
for Review Under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act 

A request extending the collection of 
information listed below has been 
submitted to the Office of Management 
and Budget for approval under the 
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction 
Act (44 U.S.C. chapter 35). Copies of the 
proposed collection of information and 
related forms and explanatory material 
may be obtained by contacting the 
Bureau’s clearance officer at the phone 
number listed below. Comments and 
suggestions on the requirement should 
be made directly to the Bureau 
clearance officer and to the Office of 
Management and Budget. Paperwork 
Reduction Project (1032-0116), 
Washington. DC 20503. telephone 202- 
395-3470. 

Title: Mining and Mineral Resources 
Research Institute Program. 

OMB approval number 1032-0116. 
Abstract• The purpose for collecting 
these data is to ensure prudent technical 
and fiscal monitoring of each grant by 
the Bureau of Mines. The data will be 
used to periodically track and evaluate 
grantee research success and 
conclusions; to evaluate the fiscal status 
of each grant; and to close each 
completed grant. The Bureau of Mines, 
Office of Mineral Institutes, which is 
responsible for the technical monitoring 
of each project, and the Bureau of 
Mines, Branch of Procurement, which is 
responsible for the sound administration 
of each grant will be using these data. 

Bureau Form Numbers: 0-1603-S. 6- 
1604-A, 6-1607-A, 6-1608-A. and 6- 
1609-A. 

Frequency: Semiannually and 
annually. 

Description of Respondents: 
Universities. 

Estimated Completion Time: 11 hours. 
Annual Responses: 192. 

Annual Burden Hours: 1.980. 

Bureau Clearance Officer: Alice J. 
Wissman (202) 50T-9569. 

Dated: February 14,1992. 

Robert Doyle, 

Acting Director ; Bureau of Mines. 

[FR Doc. 92-5949 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODC 4310-53-84 


Fish and Wildlife Service 
Receipt of Applications for Permit 

The following applicant has applied 
for a permit to conduct certain activities 
with endangered species. This notice is 


provided pursuant to section 10(c) of the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended (16 U.S.C. 1531, et seq .); 

Applicant: Columbus Zoo, PRT- 
764235, Columbus. Ohio. 

On February 13,1992, a notice of 
application for a permit to import a pair 
of giant pandas wa9 published. The 
applicant has amended this application 
in order to import two different pandas. 
The pandas they wish to import are both 
males captive-bom on August 31,1989, 
at Xian Zoo, Shaanxi Provence and 
October 4,1989, at Chengdu Zoo. 
Sichuan Province. All other aspects of 
the application remain unchanged. We 
also note that the applicant will make a 
donation to the Chinese Ministry of 
Forestry which will be used to construct 
the nature preservation area for the 
giant panda in the Lao Hsien District, 
Shaanxi Province. 

Written data or comments should be 
submitted to the Director, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, Office of Management 
Authority, 4401 North Fairfax Drive, 
room 432, Arlington, Virginia 22203 and 
must be received by the Director within 
20 days of the date of this publication. 

Documents and other information 
submitted with these applications are 
available for review by any party who 
submits a written request for a copy of 
such documents to, or by appointment 
during normal business hours (7:45-4:15) 
in, the following office within 20 days of 
the date of publication of this notice; 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Office of 
Management Authority, 4401 North 
Fairfax Drive, Room 432, Arlington, 
Virginia 22203. Phone; (703/358-2104); 
FAX: (703/358-2281). 

Dated: March 9,1992. 

Susan Jacobsen, 

Acting Chief. Branch of Permits , Office of 
Management A uthority. 

[FR Doc. 92-5854 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 ami 
BILLING CODE 4310-5S-M 


National Park Service 

Subsistence Resource Commission; 
Meeting 

agency: National Park Service, Interior. 
action: Subsistence Resource 
Commission meeting. 

summary: The Superintendent of 
Aniakchak National Monument and the 
Chairperson of the Subsistence 
Resource Commission for Aniakchak 
National Monument announce a 
forthcoming meeting of the Aniakchak 
National Monument Subsistence 
Resource Commission. 

The following agenda items will be 
discussed: 


(1) Introduction of commission 
members and guests. 

(2) Superintendent’s welcome; a. 
Review of SRC function and purpose. 

b. Subsistence management report. 

(3) Old Business: a. Review and 
approve minutes from last meeting. 

b. Election of Chairperson. 

c. Status of hunting plan 
recommendations. 

(4) New Business: a. Federal 
Subsistence Program update. 

b. Public and other agency comments. 

(5) Subsistence hunting program 
recommendations work session. 

a. Identify monument subsistence 
hunting issues. 

b. Draft recommendations. 

date: The meeting will begin at 9 a.m, 
on Tuesday, March 24,1992, and 
conclude around 5 p.m. We will 
reconvene at 9 a.m. on Wednesday, 
March 25,1992, and conclude at 12 noon. 
location: The meeting will be held at 
the Port Heiden Fire Hall, Port Heiden, 
Alaska. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Alan Eliason, Superintendent. P.O. Box 
7, King Salmon, Alaska 99613. Phone 
(907) 246-3305. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

Subsistence Resource Commission is 
authorized under title VIII, section 808, 
of the Alaska National Interest Lands 
Conservation Act. Public Law 96-487, 
and operates in accordance with the 
provisions of the Federal Advisory 
Committees Act, 

Paul F. Haertel, 

Acting Regional Director. 

[FR Doc. 92-5910 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 amj 

BILLING COOE 4310-70-11 


Cape Cod National Seashore, South 
Wellfieet, MA; Advisory Commission 
Meeting 

Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act (Pub. L. 92-463, 86 Stat 770, 5 U.S.C. 
App 1 section 10), that a meeting of the 
Cape Cod National Seashore Advisory 
Commission will be held on Friday. 
March 27,1992. 

The Commission was reestablished 
pursuant to Public Law 99-349, 
Amendment 24. The purpose of the 
Commission is to consult with the 
Secretary of the Interior, or his designee, 
with respect to matters relating to the 
development of the Cape Cod National 
Seashore, and with respect to carrying 
out the provisions of section 4 and 5 of 
the Act establishing the Seashore. 

The Commission will sponsor an 
informal panel discussion at Park 
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Headquarters, Marconi Station, South 
Wellfleet, MA from 10 a.m. until noon to 
address cooperative efforts between the 
National Park Service and state and 
local agencies and organizations on 
Cape Cod. The commission members 
will then meet at 1 p.m. for a regular 
business meeting which will also 
convene at Park Headquarters for the 
following reasons: 

1. Adoption of Agenda. 

2. Approval of Minutes of Previous 
Meeting. 

3. Reports of Officers. 

4. Old Business. 

(a) Low impact use—walking trails. 

(b) Highland Light update. 

5. Superintendent's Report. 

6. General Management Plan Update. 

7. New Business. 

8. Agenda for Next Meeting. 

9. Date for Next Meeting. 

10. Communications/public comment. 

11. Adjournment. 

The business meeting is open to the 
public. It is expected that 15 persons 
will be able to attend the meeting in 
addition to the Commission members. 

Interested persons may make oral/ 
written presentations to the Commission 
during the business meeting or file 
written statements. Such requests 
should be made to the park 
superintendent at least seven days prior 
to the meeting. 

Further information concerning this 
meeting may be obtained from the 
Superintendent, Cape Cod National 
Seashore, South Wellfleet. MA 02663. 

Dated: March 4.1992. 

Steven H. Lewis, 

Acting Regional Director. 

(FR Doc. 92-5907 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-70-41 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. AB-55 (Sub-No. 413X)] 

CSX Transportation, Inc.— 
Abandonment Exemption—In Webster 
County, WV 

Applicant has filed a notice of 
exemption under 49 CFR1152 subpart 
F— Exempt Abandonments to abandon 
its 13.0-mile line of railroad between 
milepost BUG 10.5, near Bolair, and 
milepost BUG-23.5, near Jerryville, in 
Webster County, WV. 

Applicant has certified that: (1) No 
local traffic has moved over the line for 
at least 2 years: (2) any overhead traffic 
on the line can be rerouted over other 
lines; and (3) no formal complaint filed 
by a user of rail service on the line (or a 
State or local government entity acting 


on behalf of such user) regarding 
cessation of service over the line either 
is pending with the Commission or with 
any U.S. District Court or has been 
decided in favor of the complainant 
within the 2-year period. The 
appropriate State agency has been 
notified in writing at least 10 days prior 
to the filing of this notice. 

As a condition to use of this 
exemption, any employee affected by 
the abandonment shall be protected 
under Oregon Short Line R. Co .— 
Abandonment—Goshen, 360 I.C.C. 91 
(1979). To address whether this 
condition adequately protects affected 
employees, a petition for partial 
revocation under 49 U.S.C. 10505(d) 
must be filed. 

Provided no formal expression of 
intent to file an offer of financial 
assistance has been received, this 
exemption will be effective on April 12. 
1992 (unless stayed). Petitions to stay 
that do not involve environmental 
issues, 1 formal expressions of intent to 
file an offer of financial assistance 
under 49 CFR 1152.27(c)(2). 2 and trail 
use/rail banking statements under 49 
CFR 1152.29 must be filed by March 23, 
1992. 3 Petitions to reopen or requests for 
public use conditions under 49 CFR 
1152.28 must be filed by April 2,1992. 
with: Office of tKe Secretary. Case 
Control Branch, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington. DC 20423. 

A copy of any petition filed with the 
Commission should be sent to 
applicant's representative: Charles M. 
Rosenberger, CSX Transportation, Inc.. 
500 Water Street, J150, Jacksonville, FL 
32202. 

If the notice of exemption contains 
false or misleading information, use of 
the exemption is void ab initio. 

Applicant has filed an environmental 
report which addresses environmental 
or energy impacts, if any, from this 
abandonment. 

The Section of Energy and 
Environment (SEE) will prepare an 
environmental assessment (EA). SEE 
will issue the EA by March 18,1992. 


1 A stay will be routinely issued by the 
Commission in those proceedings where an 
informed decision on environmental issues (whether 
raised by a party or by the Section of Energy and 
Environment in its independent investigation) 
cannot be made prior to the effective dute of the 
notice of exemption. See Exemption of Out-of- 
Service Rail Lines. 5 LC.C 2d 377 (1989). Any entity 
seeking a stay involving environmental concerns is 
encouraged to file its request as soon as possible in 
order to permit this Commission to review and act 
on the request before the effective date of this 
exemption. 

* See Exempt. of Rail Abandonment—Offers of 
Finan. Assist.. 4 I.C.C 2d 164 (1987). 

* The Commission will accept a late-filed trail use 
statement as long as it retains jurisdiction to do so. 


Interested persons may obtain a copy of 
the EA from SEE by writing to it (room 
3219, Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Washington, DC 20423) or by calling 
Elaine Kaiser. Chief, SEE at (202) 927- 
6248. Comments on environmental and 
energy concerns must be filed within 15 
days after the EA becomes available to 
the public. 

Environmental, public use, or trail 
use/rail banking conditions will be 
imposed, where appropriate, in a 
subsequent decision. 

Decided: March 3,1992. 

By the Commission, David M. Konschnik. 
Director, Office of Proceedings. 

Sidney L. Strickland. Jr.. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5919 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am| 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


l Docket No. AB-3 (Sub-No. 99X)| 

Missouri Pacific Railroad Company- 
Abandonment Exemption—In Denton 
County, TX 

Applicant has filed a notice of 
exemption under 49 CFR 1152 Subpart 
F— Exempt Abandonments to abandon 
its 7.97-mile line of railroad between 
milepost 721.53, near Denton, and 
milepost 729.5, near Coors, in Denton 
County, TX. 

Applicant has certified that: (1) No 
local traffic has moved over the line for 
at least 2 years; (2) any overhead traffic 
on the line can be rerouted over other 
lines; and (3) no formal complaint filed 
by a user of rail service on the line (or a 
State or local government entity acting 
on behalf of such user) regarding 
cessation of service over the line either 
is pending with the Commission or with 
any U.S. District Court or has been 
decided in favor of the complainant 
within the 2-year period. The 
appropriate State agency has been 
notified in writing at least 10 days prior 
to the filing of this notice. 

As a condition to use of this 
exemption, any employee affected by 
the abandonment shall be protected 
under Oregon Short Line R. Co .— 
Abandonment—Goshen, 360 I.C.C. 91 
(1979). To address whether this 
condition adequately protects affected 
employees, a petition for partial 
revocation under 49 U.S.C. 10505(d) 
must be filed. 

Provided no formal expression of 
intent to file an offer of financial 
assistance has been received, this 
exemption will be effective on April 12. 
1992 (unless stayed). Petitions to stay 
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that do not involve environmental 
issues, 1 formal expressions of intent to 
file an offer of financial assistance 
under 49 CFR 1152.27(c)(2), 2 and trail 
use/rail banking statements under 49 
CFR 1152.29 must be filed by March 23, 
1992. 3 Petitions to reopen or requests for 
public use conditions under 49 CFR 
1152.28 must be Filed by April 2,1992, 
with: Office of the Secretary, Case 
Control Branch, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, DC 20423. 

A copy of any petition Filed with the 
Commission should be sent to 
applicant’s representative: Joseph D. 
Anthofer, Missouri Pacific Railroad 
Company, 1416 Dodge Street, Room 830, 
Omaha, NE 68179. 

If the notice of exemption contains 
false or misleading information, use of 
the exemption is void ab initio. 

Applicant has Filed an environmental 
report which addresses environmental 
or energy impacts, if any. from this 
abandonment. 

The Section of Energy and 
Environment (SEE) will prepare an 
environmental assessment (EA). SEE 
will issue the EA by March 18,1992. 
Interested persons may obtain a copy of 
the EA from SEE by writing to it (Room 
3219, Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Washington, DC 20423) or by calling 
Elaine Kaiser. Chief, SEE at (202) 927- 
6248. Comments on environmental and 
energy concerns must be Filed within 15 
days after the EA becomes available to 
the public. 

Environmental, public use, or trail 
use/rail banking conditions will be 
imposed, where appropriate, in a 
subsequent decision. 

Decided; March 3.1992. 

By the Commission. David M. Konschnik, 
Director. Office of Proceedings. 

Sidney L Strickland, Jr., 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5921 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 ami 

B/LUNQ CODE 703S-01-M 


* A stay will be routinely issued by the 
Commission In those proceedings where an 
informed decision on environmental issues (whether 
raised by a party or by the Section of Energy and 
Environment in its independent investigation) 
cannot be made prior to the effective date of the 
notice of exemption. See Exemption of Out-of- 
Service Rail Lines. 5 i.C.C.2d 377 (1989). Any entity 
seeking a stay involving environmental concerns is 
encouraged to file its request as soon as possible in 
order to permit this Commission to review and act 
on the request before the effective date of this 
exemption. 

2 See Exempt, of Rail Abandonment—Offers of 
Finon. Assist.. 4 l.C.C.2d 164 (1987). 

3 The Commission will accept a late-filed trail use 
statement as long as it retains jurisdiction to do so. 


[Docket Nos. AB-3 (Sub-No. 100X) and 
AB-364 Sub No. IXJ 

Missouri Pacific Railroad Co.— 
Abandonment Exemption—in Grayson 
County, TX; and Mid-Michigan Railroad 
Co., Doing Business as Texas 
Northeastern Railroad- 
Discontinuance Exemption—in 
Grayson County, TX 1 

Missouri PaciFic Railroad Company 
(MP) and Mid-Michigan Railroad 
Company d/b/a Texas Northeastern 
Railroad (MM), have Filed a notice of 
exemption under 49 CFR 1152 subpart 
F—Exempt Abandonments and 
Discontinuances for MP to abandon and 
MM to discontinue service over a 18.105- 
mile line of railroad between milepost 
154.995, near Sherman, and milepost 
173.10, near Whitesboro. in Grayson 
County, TX. 

MP and MM have certified that: (1) No 
local trafFic has moved over the line for 
at least 2 years; (2) any overhead trafFic 
on the line can be rerouted over other 
lines; and (3) no formal complaint Filed 
by a user of rail service on the line (or a 
State or local government entity acting 
on behalf of such user) regarding 
cessation of service over the line either 
is pending with the Commission or with 
any U.S. District Court or has been 
decided in favor of the complainant 
within the 2-year period. The 
appropriate State agency ha9 been 
notiFied in writing at least 10 days prior 
to the Filing of this notice. 

As a condition to use of this 
exemption, any employee affected by 
the abandonment and discontinuance 
shall be protected under Oregon Short 
Line R. Co.—Abandonment—Goshen, 

360 I.C.C. 91 (1979). To address whether 
this condition adequately protects 
affected employees, a petition for partial 
revocation under 49 U.S.C. 10505(d) 
must be filed. 

Provided no formal expression of 
intent to file an offer of financial 
assistance has been received, this 
exemption will be effective on April 12, 
1992 (unless stayed). Petitions to stay 
that do not involve environmental 
issues, 2 formal expressions of intent to 


* By letter (telecopier) filed March 6.1992. Mid- 
Michigan Railroad Company Indicates that it la 
operating the line under the trade name Texas 
Northeastern Railroad. 

2 A stay will be routinely issued by the 
Commission in those proceedings where an 
informed decision on environmental issues (whether 
raised by a party or by the Section of Energy and 
Environment in its independent investigation) 
cannot be made prior to the effective date of the 
notice of exemption. See Exemption of Out-of- 
Service Rail Lines. 5 l.C.C.2d 377 (1989). Any entity 
seeking a stay involving environmental concerns is 
encouraged to file its request as soon as possible in 
order to permit this Commission to review and act 


file an offer of financial assistance 
under 49 CFR 1152.27(c)(2), 3 and trail 
use/rail banking statements under 49 
CFR 1152.29 must be filed by March 23, 
1992. 4 Petitions for reconsideration or 
requests for public use conditions under 
49 CFR 1152.28 must be filed by April 2, 
1992, with: Office of the Secretary, Case 
Control Branch, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, DC 20423. 

A copy of any petition filed with the 
Commission should be sent to MP’s and 
MM’s representative: Joseph D. 
Anthofer, Missouri Pacific Railroad 
Company. Mid-Michigan Railroad 
Company, 1416 Dodge Street, room 830, 
Omaha. NE 68179. 

If the notice of exemption contains 
false or misleading information, use of 
the exemption is void ab initio. 

MP and MM have filed an 
environmental report which addresses 
environmental or energy impacts, if any, 
from this abandonment and 
discontinuance. 

The Section of Energy and 
Environment (SEE) will prepare an 
environmental assessment (EA). SEE 
will issue the EA by March 18,1992. 
Interested persons may obtain a copy of 
the EA from SEE by writing to it (Room 
3219, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, DC 20423) or by calling 
Elaine Kaiser, Chief, SEE at (202) 927- 
6248. Comments on environmental and 
energy concerns must be filed within 15 
days after the EA becomes available4o 
the public. 

Environmental, public use, or trail 
use/rail banking conditions will be 
imposed, where appropriate, in a 
subsequent decision. 

Decided: March 9.1992. 

By the Commission. David M. Konschnik, 
Director, Office of Proceedings. 

Sidney L. Strickland, Jr., 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 92-5922 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOE 703S-01-M 


I Finance Docket No. 31978! 

Santa Fe Southern Railway Inc.— 
Acquisition and Operation 
Exemption—the Atchison, Topeka and 
Santa Fe Railway Company 

Santa Fe Southern Railway, Inc. (SFS), 
a non-carrier, has filed a verified notice 
for an exemption to acquire from The 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway 


on the request before the effective date of this 

exemption. 

3 See ExempL of Rail Abandonment—Offers of 
Finan. Assist.. 4 l.C.C.2d 164 (1987). 

4 The Commission will accept a late-filed trail use 
statement as long a r it retains jurisdiction to do so. 
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Company (ATSF) and operate the 18.12- 
mile Santa Fe Subdivision in Santa Fe 
County, NM. The line extends between 
milepost 0.01. at Lamy, and milepost 
18.125. at Santa Fe, including ATSF’s rail 
yard and Track No. 21 in Santa Fe. The 
exemption became effective on February 
17.1992 (SFS was to have closed on the 
acquisition February' 19.1992). 1 

Any comments must be filed with the 
Commission and served on: John D. 
Heffner, Gerst. Heffner,. Carpenter & 
Podgorsky, 1700 K Street, NW.. suite 
1107, Washington. DC 20006. 

This notice is filed under 49 CFR 
1150.31. If the notice contains false or 
misleading information, the exemption is 
void ob initio. Petitions to revoke the 
exemption under 49 U.S.C. 10505(d) may 
be filed at any time. The filing of a 
petition to revoke will not automatically 
stay the transaction. 

Decided: March 9.1992. 

By the Commission, David M. Konschnik. 
Director, Office of Proceedings. 

Sidney L. Strickland. Jr., 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 92-5920 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am| 

BILUNG CODE 703S-01-M 

1 SFS hat invoked the clast exemption at 40 CFR 
1150,31 to acquire and operate an active rail line 
over which ATSF currently providet only freight 
service. SFS indicates that it "contemplates offering 
rail passenger service beginning in the spring or 
summer of 1902." The class exemption extends to 
the acquisition and operation of rail property. SI'S 
doen not contend that it has acquired any rights to 
provide passenger service from ATSF. and this 
exemption does not confer any rights to provide 
passenger service. 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
Office of the Secretary 

Agency Recordkeeping/Reporting 
Requirements Under Review by the 
Office of Management and Budget 

background: The Department of Labor, 
in carrying out its responsibilities under 
the Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 
chapter 35), considers comments on the 
reporting/recordkeeping requirements 
that will affect the public. 

LIST OF RECORDKEEPING/REPORTING 
REQUIREMENTS UNDER REVIEW: As 

necessary, the Department of l,abor will 
publish a list of the Agency 
recordkeeping/reporting requirements 
under review by the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) since 
the last list was published. The list will 
have all entries grouped into new 
collections, revisions, extensions, or 
reinstatements. The Departmental 
Clearance Officer will, upon request, be 
able to advise members of the public of 
the nature of the particular submission 
they are interested in. 

Each entry may contain the following 
information: 

The Agency of the Department issuing 
this recordkeeping/reporting 
requirement. 

The title of the recordkeeping/reporting 
requirement. 

The OMB and/or Agency identification 
numbers, if applicable. 

How often the recordkeeping/reporting 
requirement is needed. 


Whether small businesses or 
organizations are affected. 

An estimate of the total number of hours 
needed to comply with the 
recordkeeping/reporting requirements 
and the average hours per respondent. 
The number of forms in the request for 
approval, if applicable. 

An abstract describing the need for and 
uses of the information collection. 

COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS: Copies of 

the recordkeeping/reporting 
requirements may be obtained by calling 
the Departmental Clearance Officer, 
Kenneth A. Mills ((202) 523-5095). 
Comments and questions about the 
items on this list should be directed to 
Mr. Mills. Office of Information 
Resources Management Policy, U.S. 
Department of Labor, 200 Constitution 
Avenue, NW., room N-1301. 

Washington, DC 20210. Comments 
should also be sent to the Office of 
Information and Regulatory Affairs. 

Attn: OMB Desk Officer for (BLS/DM/ 
ESA/ETA/OLMS/MSHA/OSHA/ 
PWBA/VETS), Office of Management 
and Budget, room 3001, Washington. DC 
20503 ((202) 395-6880). 

Any member of the public who wants 
to comment on recordkeeping/reporting 
requirements which have been 
submitted to OMB should advise Mr. 
Mills of this intent at the earliest 
possible date. 

Revision 

Bureau of Labor Statistics 


Current Population Survey CATI/CAPI Overlap Sample 


Form No. 

Affected public 

No of 

respondents 

Freq 

Ave time per 
response 

Revised CPS with Debneftng.. 

Households..-. 

2.150 

4 

0.1667 Hours. 


1,433.62 Total Hours in 1991. 

The Current Population Survey is a 
household sample survey that is the 
primary source of data on the growth of 
the labor force and on trends in 
employment and unemployment. The 
overlap sample will benchmark 
differences in labor force estimates 
between the current system and the 
proposed system. 


Extension 

Bureau of Labor Statistics 

Employment. Wages and Contributions 
Report (ES-202 Program) 

1220-0012 
BLS 3031 
Quarterly 

State or local governments 
Small businesses or organizations are 
not affected 


212 respondents 
983.778 total burden hours 
4.640.462 average hours per response 
The Employment, Wages, and 
Contributions Report is a summary of 
employment, wage and contributions 
data collected by State Employment 
Security Agencies (SESA) from 
employers subject to the State 
unemployment insurance (UI) and 
Unemployment Compensation for 
Federal Employees (UCFF) laws. The 
data are used by Federal and State 
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governments in the administration of 
unemployment programs, by the Bureau 
of Labor Statistics and Bureau of 
Economic Analysis for statistical 
purposes, by Federal agencies for 
administrative and research purposes, 
and by public and private researchers. 


Reinstatement 

Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Annual Status Report and Certification 
and Weekly Inspections of 

Refuse Piles and Impoundments 


1219-0015 

Businesses and other for profit 
Small businesses or organizations 


Reporting/recordkeeping requirement 

Respondents 

Frequency 

Average 
time per 
response 

Annual Status Report and Certification. 

860 

332 

498 

Annually _ 

2 hours. 

3 hours. 

2 hours. 

Weekly Inspections with Monitoring Instruments. 

Weekly Inspection without Monitoring Instruments. 

Weekly 

Total Burden Hours 105,304 hours. 

Week ly 


Requires coal mine operators to 
submit to MSHA an annual status report 
and certification on impoundments and 
hazardous refuse piles; and to keep 
records of the results of weekly 
examinations and instrumentation 
monitoring of impoundments. 

Impoundment and Refuse Pile Plans and 
Revisions 

1219-0060 
On occasion 

Businesses and other for profit 
small businesses or organizations 
210 respondents 
79,300 total burden hours 
377.62 average hours per response 
Requires coal mine operators to 
submit plans, and revisions thereof, for 
construction of refuse piles and 
impoundment structures to MSHA for 
approval. 

Escape and Evacuation Plan (30 CFR 
57.11053) 

1219-0046 

Semi-Annually reporting; recordkeeping 
Businesses or other for-profit; small 
businesses or organizations 
315 respondents 
7,560 total burden hours 
24 hours average per response 
Standard 20 CFR 75.11053 requires 
operators of metal and nonmetal 
underground mines to develop and keep 
current escape and evacuation plans for 
use in case of an emergency. 

Respirator Program Records 

1219-0048 
On occasion 

Businesses and other for profit 
Small businesses or organizations 
Written standard operating procedures; 
600 responses; 5 hours per response; 
375 total burden hours 
Respirator fit testing records: 1.500 
responses; 15 minutes per response; 

375 total burden hours 
Record date of inspections of 
emergency-use respirators; 750 


responses; 24 seconds per response; 10 
total burden hours 
Record results of inspections of 
emergency-use respirators: 30 
responses; 15 seconds; 1 burden hour 

Respirator programs are required to 
be established when engineering 
controls fail to reduce airborne 
contaminants to permissible levels. 

Mine operators are also required to 
conduct fit testing of respirator devices 
and to keep records of the results. Fit- 
testing records are used to ensure that a 
respirator worn by an individual is in 
fact the one for which the individual 
received a tight fit. Emergency-use 
respirators are required to be inspected 
monthly to assure that they are in 
satisfactory working condition. 

Bureau of Labor Statistics 

Pricing Collecting Bargaining 
Settlements—Public Sector 
1220-0048 

BLS 3116B, BLS3116C 
Annually, biennially, or other (usually 
every 2 or 3 years) 

State or local governments 
250 responses 
150 hours 

0.6 hours per response 
2 forms 

The Bureau of Labor Statistics series 
on State and local government collective 
bargaining agreements provides data on 
the size of negotiated changes in wages 
and compensation. This series covers 
about half of the unionized non-Federal 
policymakers, state and local 
government officials, and labor groups. 

Signed at Washington. DC, this 9th day of 
March, 1992. 

Kenneth A. Mills, 

Departmental Clearance Officer. 

[FR Doc. 92-5945 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am| 

BILLING CODE 4510-24-M 


Employment Standards 
Administration, 

Wage and Hour Division 

Minimum Wages for Federal and 
Federally Assisted Construction; 
General Wage Determination 
Decisions 

General wage determination decisions 
of the Secretary of Labor are issued in 
accordance with applicable law and are 
based on the information obtained by 
the Department of Labor from its study 
of local wage conditions and data made 
available from other sources. They 
specify the basic hourly wage rates and 
fringe benefits which are determined to 
be prevailing for the described classes 
of laborers and mechanics employed on 
construction projects of a similar 
character and in the localities specified 
therein. 

The determinations in these decisions 
of prevailing rates and fringe benefits 
have been made in accordance with 29 
CFR part 1, by authority of the Secretary 
of Labor pursuant to the provisions of 
the Davis-Bacon Act of March 3,1931, as 
amended (46 Stat. 1494, as amended, 40 
U.S.C. 276a) and of other Federal 
statutes referred to in 29 CFR part 1, 
appendix, as well as such additional 
statutes as may from time to time be 
enacted containing provisions for the 
payment of wages determined to be 
prevailing by the Secretary of Labor in 
accordance with the Davis-Bacon Act. 
The prevailing rates and fringe benefits 
determined in these decisions shall, in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
foregoing statutes, constitute the 
minimum wages payable on Federal and 
federally assisted construction projects 
to laborers and mechanics of the 
specified classes engaged on contract 
work of the character and in the 
localities described therein. 

Good cause is hereby found for not 
utilizing notice and public comment 
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procedure thereon prior to the issuance 
of these determinations as prescribed in 
5 U.S.C. 553 and not providing for delay 
in the effective date us prescribed in 
that section, because the necessity to 
issue current construction industry wage 
determinations frequently and in large 
volume causes procedures to be 
impractical and contrary to the public 
interest. 

General wage determination 
decisions, and modifications and 
supersedeas decisions thereto, contain 
no expiration dates and are effective 
from their date of notice in the Federal 
Register or on the date written notice is 
received by the agency, whichever is 
earlier. These decisions are to be used 
in accordance with the provisions of 29 
CFR parts 1 and 5. Accordingly, the 
applicable decision, together with any 
modifications issued, must be made a 
part of every contract for performance 
of the described work within the 
geographic area indicated as required by 
an applicable Federal prevailing wage 
law and 29 CFR part 5. The wage rates 
and fringe benefits, notice of which is 
published herein, and which are 
contained in the Government Printing 
Office (GPO) documents entitled 
"General Wage Determinations Issued 
Under TTie Davis-Bacon And Related 
Acts,” shall be the minimum paid by 
contractors and subcontractors to 
laborers and mechanics. 

Any person, organization, or 
governmental agency having an interest 
in the rates determined as prevailing is 
encouraged to submit wage rate and 
fringe benefit information for 
consideration by the Department. 

Further information and self- 
explanatory forms for the purpose of 
submitting this data may be obtained by 
writing to the U.S. Department of Labor, 
Employment Standards Administration, 
Wage and Hour Division. Division of 
Wage Determinations, 200 Constitution 
Avenue. NW., room S-3014, 

Washington, DC 20210. 

Correction to General Wage Determination 
Decisions 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Regulations set forth in title 29 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations, part 1, section 1.6(d), the 
Administrator of the Wage and Hour Division 
may correct any wage determination that 
contains clerical errors. 

Corrections being issued in the 
Government Printing Office document 
entitled "General Wage Determinations 
Issued Under The Davis-Bacon And Related 
Acts" are indicated by Volume and are 
included immediately following the 


S 

I 


I 


transmittal sheet(s) for the appropriate 
Volume(s). 

Volume ll 

Wage Decision No. MN90-7. through 
Modification No. 4 
Wage Decision No. MN90-6. through 
Modification No. 2 

Wage Decision No. MN90-15. through 
Modification No. 2 
Wage Decision No. MN91-7. through 
Modification No. 3 
Wage Decision No, MN91-8, through 
Modification No. 2 

Wage Decision No. MN91-15. through 
Modification No.3 

Wage Decision No. M091-9. through 
Modification No. 1 

Wage Decision No. WI91-10, through 
Modification No. 2 

Pursuant to the Regulations. 29 CFR part 1. 
section 1.6(d). such corrections shall be 
included in any bid specifications containing 
the wage determinations, or in any on-going 
contracts containing the wage determinations 
in question, retroactively to the start of 
construction. 

New General Wage Determination Decisions 

The numbers of the decisions added to the 
Government Printing Office document 
entitled “General Wage Determinations 
Issued Under The Davis-Bacon And Related 
Acts" are listed by Volume. State, and page 
numberfs). 

Volume II 

Iowa: 

IA91-16 (MAR. 13. 1992). p.ALL 

IA91-17 (MAR. 13. 1992)_ p.ALL 


Modifications to General Wage 
Determination Decisions 

The numbers of the decisions listed in the 
Government Printing Office document 
entitled "General Wage Determinations 
Issued Under the Davis-Bacon and Related 
Acts" being modified are listed by Volume. 
State, and page number(s). Dates of 
publication in the Federal Register are in 
parentheses following the decisions being 
modified. 

Volume I 

Florida: 


FL91-15 (Feb. 22.1991). 

p. 135. p. 136 

FL91-17 (Feb. 22. 1991). 

p. 141. p. 142 

Massachusetts: 

MA91-1 (Feb. 22. 1991)_ 

p. 421. pp. 
422-424, 
426. p. 434 

MA91-2 (Feb. 22, 1991)—.... 

p. 439, pp. 
440-442 

MA91-3 (Feb. 22.1991). 

p. 453. pp. 
454-450 

New York: 

NY91-5 (Feb. 22.1991). 

. p. 817. p. 820 

Pennsylvania: 

PA91-1 (Feb. 22. 1991). 

. p. 953. pp. 
954-957 


Virginia: 

VA91-51 (Feb. 22. 1991) .*. p AI.L 

West Virginia: 

WV91-2 (Feb. 22. 1991)- p. 1421. p. 

1424 

VVV91-3 (Feb. 22, 1991). p 1445. p. 

1447 

Volume II 

Iowa: 

IA91-5 (Feb. 22, 1991). p. 41. pp. 42- 

48 

IA91-12 (Feb. 22. 1991). p. ALL 

Illinois: 

IL91-1 (Feb. 22, 1991).. p. 69. 73 

IL91-16 (Feb. 22, 1991)- p 215, pp. 

216-224a 

lN91-$ (Feb. 22, 1991)—. p. 315. p. 320 

Texas: 

TX91-55 (Feb. 22, 1991).. p. ALL 

Wisconsin: 

W191-1 (Feb. 22. 1991).— p. AU. 

Volume III 

Montana: 

MT91-4 (Feb. 22.1991).*. p. ALL 

MT91-5 (Feb. 22.1991). p. AU. 

General Wage Determination Publication 

General wage determinations issued under 
the Davis-Bacon and related Acts, including 
those noted above, may be found in the 
Government Priming Office (GPO) document 
entitled “Genera) Wage Determinations 
Issued Under The Davis-Bacon And Related 
Acts". This publication is available at each of 
the 50 Regional Government Depository 
Libraries and many of the 1.400 Government 
Depository* Libraries across the country. 
Subscriptions may be purchased from: 
Superintendent of Documents. U.S. 
Government Printing Office, Washington, DC 
20402, (202) 783-3238. 

When ordering subscription(s). be sure to 
specify the State(s) of interest, since 
subscriptions may be ordered for any or all of 
the three separate volumes, arranged by 
State. Subscriptions include an annual 
edition (issued on or about January 1) which 
includes all current general wage 
determinations for the States covered by 
each volume. Throughout the remainder of 
the year, regular weekly updates will be 
distributed to subscribers. 

Signed at Washington DC. this 6th day of 
March 1992. 

Alan L. Mos9, 

Director. Division of Wage Determinations. 
(FR Doc. 92-5726 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-27-* 


Employment and Training 
Administration 

Attestations Filed by Facilities Using 
Nonimmigrant Aliens As Registered 
Nurses 

agency: Employment and Training 
Administration. Labor. 
action: Notice. 
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summary: The Department of Labor 
(DOL) is publishing, for public 
information, a list of the following 
health care facilities which plan on 
employing nonimmigrant alien nurses. 
These organizations have attestations 
on file with DOL for that purpose. 
addresses: Anyone interested in 
inspecting or reviewing the employer's 
attestation may do so at the employer's 
place of business. 

Attestations and short supporting 
explanatory statements are also 
available for inspection in the 
Immigration Nursing Relief Act Public 
Disclosure Room. U.S. Employment 
Service, Employment and Training 
Administration, Department of Labor, 
room N4456, 200 Constitution Avenue. 
NW., Washington, DC 20210. 

Any complaints regarding a particular 
attestation or a facility’s activities under 
that attestation, shall be filed with a 
local office of the Wage and Hour 
Division of the Employment Standards 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Labor. The address of such offices are 
found in many local telephone 
directories, or may be obtained by 
writing to the Wage and Hour Division. 
Employment Standards Administration, 
Department of Labor, room S3502, 200 
Constitution Avenue. NW., Washington 
C 20210. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Regarding the Attestation Process: The 
Employment and Training 
Administration has established a voice- 
mail service for the H-lA nurse 
attestation process. Call Telephone 
Number. 202-535-0643 (this is not a toll- 
free number). At that number, a caller 
can: 

(1) Listen to general information on 
the attestation process for H-lA nurses: 

(2) Request a copy of the Department 
of Labor’s regulations {20 CFR part 655, 
subparts D and E, and 29 CFR part 504. 
subparts D and E) for the attestation 
process for H-lA nurses, including a 
copy of the attestation form (form ETA 
9029) and the instructions to the form; 

(3) Listen to information on H-lA 
attestations filed within the preceding 30 
days: 

(4) Listen to information pertaining to 
public examination of H-lA attestations 
filed with the Department of Labor 

(5) Listen to information on filing a 
complaint with respect to a health care 
facility’s H-lA attestation (however, see 
the telephone number regarding 
complaints, set forth below); and 

(6) Request to speak to a Department 
of Labor employee regarding questions 
not answered by Nos. (1) through (4) 
above. 


Regarding the Complaint Process: 
Questions regarding the complaint 
process for the H-lA nurse attestation 
program shall be made to the Chief, 
Farm Labor Program. Wage and Hour 
Division. Telephone: 202-523-7605 (this 
is not a toll-free number). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

Immigration and Nationality Act 
requires that a health care facility 
seeking to use nonimmigrant aliens as 
registered nurses first attest to the 
Department of Labor (DOL) that it is 
taking significant steps to develop, 
recruit and retain United States (U.S.) 
workers in the nurse profession. The law 
also requires that these foreign nurses 
will not adversely affect U.S. nurses and 
that the foreign nurses will be treated 
fairly. The facility’s attestation must be 
on file with DOL before the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service will consider 
the facility’s H-lA visa petitions for 
bringing nonimmigrant registered nurses 
to the United States. 26 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(H)(i)(a) and 1181(m). The 
regulations implementing the nursing 
attestation program are at 20 CFR part 
655 and 29 CFR part 504, 55 FR 50500 
(December 6.1990). The Employment 
and Training Administration, pursuant 
to 20 CFR 655.310(c), is publishing the 
following list of facilities which have 
submitted attestations which have been 
accepted for filing. 

The list of facilities is published so 
that U.S. registered nurses, and other 
persons and organizations can be aware 
of health care facilities that have 
requested foreign nurses for their staffs. 
If U.S. registered nurses or other persons 
wish to examine the attestation (on 
Form ETA 9029) and the supporting 
documentation, the facility is required to 
make the attestation and documentation 
available. Telephone numbers of the 
facilities’ chief executive officers also 
are listed, to aid public inquiries. In 
addition, attestations and supporting 
short explanatory statements (but not 
the full supporting documentation) are 
available for inspection at the address 
for the Employment and Training 
Administration set forth in the 

adoresses section of this notice. 

If a person wishes to file a complaint 
regarding a particular attestation or a 
facility’s activities under that 
attestation, such complaint must be filed 
at the address for the Wage and Hour 
Division of the Employment Standards 
Administration set forth in the 

addresses section of this notice. 


Signed at Washington. DC. this 6th day of 
March 1992. 

Robert J. Litman. 

Acting Director United States Employment 
Senice. 

Division of Foreign Labor 
Certifications 


[Approved Attestations 02/02/92 to 02/29/92] 


CEO-name/Facility name/ 
Address 

Approval 

r -■ 

State ; Date 

Mr Ray White. Cambridge 
Rehab. Ctrs . 2204 Whttes- 
burg Dr.. Huntsville 35801. 
205-539-1776. 

AL_ 

I 02728/92 

Mr Ronald TenBarge. Bull¬ 
head Comm. Hosp. Med 
Ertvk. Inc., Bullhead City 
86442. 602-763-2273. 

AZ _ 

j 02/27/92 

Mr Don Evans, Mesa Luther¬ 
an Hospital. 527 West 
Brown Road, Mesa 85201. 
602-461-2834. 

AZ_ 

02/27/92 

Mr, Dan Frank. Community 
Hosp. Med. Ctr. 6501 No. 
19th Ava. Phoenix 85015, 
602-249-3434. 

AZ. 

02/27/9? 

Ms. Jocelyn Poblete. Pleasant 
Valley Rehab, and Co. Hos¬ 
pital. Oxnard 93033, 805- 
488-3696. 

CA. 

! 02/10/92 

Mr. j. Douglas Dent. Doctors 
Mecftcal Ctr.. 1441 Florida 
Avenue. Modesto 95350. 
209-578-1211. 

CA_ 

02/10/92 

Mr Frank Puglisl, Memthem 
Mem. Hosp.. 2500 Alham¬ 
bra Ave. Martinez 94553, 
510-370-5144 

! CA .. 

02/10/92 

Mr. Michael Sussman, Whittier 
Hosp. Med. Ctr., 15151 
Janine Dr., Whittier 90605. 

j CA _i 

02/10/92 

213-945-3561 



Ms. Maria Boire. Cornerstone 
House of Santa Barbara. 
900 El Rancho Rd. Santa 
Barbara 93108. 805-969- 
1569. 

CA . 

1 02/10/92 

Mr. John Adams. Care West 
Anza. Care Enterprises 
West. El Cajon 92020 714- 
544-4443. 

C* . 

1 02/19/92 

Mr Bruce G. Satzger. Valley 
Med. Ctr. of Fresno. 445 
South Cedar Ave.. Fresno 
93702. 209-453-0501. 

CA .. 

02/19/92 

Mr John Adams. Care West j 
Burlingame. Care Enter • 
prises West Burlingame 1 
94010, 714-544-4443. 

CA . .... 

02/20/92 

Mr. John Adams. Care West 
Park Central. Care Enter- 
pnses West. Fremont 

94536. 714-544-4443. 

CA . 

02/20/92 

Mr John Adams. Care Wes: 
Huntington Valley. 8382 
Newman Ave.. Huntington 
Beach 92647. 714-544- 

4443. 

CA . . 

02/20/92 

Mr John Adams. Care West 
Washington Manor. Care 
Enterpnses West. San 
Leandro 94578, 714-544- 
4443. 

CA 

02/20/92 

Mr. John Adams. Care West 
Georgian Court. Care Enter¬ 
pnses West. San Diego • 
92123. 714-544-4443 

CA .. 

02/20/92 
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Division of Foreign Labor 
Certifications— Continued 


[Approved Attestations 02/02/92 to 02/29/92] 


CEO-name/Facility name/ 
Address 

Approval 

State 

Date 

Ms Linda Stireman, Southern 
Monterey County Mem 
Hosp.. King City 93930, 
408-385-6000. 

CA. 

02/21/92 

Mr. Ronald E. Dahlgren, 
Queen of Angeles Holly¬ 
wood Presbytenan Med. 
Ctr., Los Angeles 90027, 
213-913-4840. 

CA. 

02/27/92 

Mr. Nick Hilger, Swedish Med¬ 
ical Ctr.. 501 E. Hampden 
Avenue, Englewood 80110, 
303-788-5000. 

CO.~.. 

02/10/92 

Mr. John P. Yeros. IntT Nurs¬ 
ing Services, 360 South 
Garfield St, Denver 80209. 
303-393-1515. 

CO. 

02/10/92 

Sister Marianna Bauder, Saint 
Joseph Hospital. 1835 

Franklin Street, Denver 

80218. 303-837-7111. 

CO. 

02/10/92 

Mr. John P. Yeros, Staff Build¬ 
ers Travel Nurse Div., 
Denver 80209, 303-393- 
1515. 

CO. 

02/20/92 

Mr. John J. Meehan. Hartford 
Hospital, 80 Seymour 
Street Hartford 06115, 
203-524-3011. 

CT_ 

02/19/92 

Ms. Christine St. Andre, The 
George Wash. U. Med. Ctr., 
c/o Int’l Services Office. 
Washington 20052, 202- 
994-6860. 

DC _ 

02/21/92 

Sister Carol Keehan, Provi¬ 
dence Hospital. 1150 

Vamum Street. NE.. Wash¬ 
ington 20017, 202-269- 

7000. 

DC.. 

02/27/92 

Mr. Douglas Shepherd. Na¬ 
tional Rehab. Hosp.. 102 
Irving St, NW.. Washington 
20010, 202-877-1680. 

DC. 

02/28/92 

Ms. Ira Clark. Jackson Memo¬ 
rial Hosp., 1611 NW. 12th 
Avenue. Miami 33136. 305- 
585-2999 

FL. 

02/10/92 

Mr. Thomas F. Jones. Miami 
Children s Hosp.. 6125 SW. 
31st St. Miami 33155, 305- 
668-6511. 

FL. 

02/10/92 

Mr. J. Daniel Miller, Hudson 
Medical Ctr., HCA Bayonet 
Point Hudson 34667, 813- 
863-2411. 

FL. 

02/20/92 

Ms Josefina Lardtzabai. GEM 
Care. 550 9th Street Miami 
Beach 33139, 305-531- 

3321. 

FL _ 

02/27/92 

Mr. Thomas G. Culbreth, 
Cedars Medical Center. 
1400 NW. 12th Ave., Miami 
33136, 305-325-5511. 

FL_ 

02/28/92 

Mr. Ramsey Jennings. Bulloch 
Mem. Hosp.. 500 East 
Grady St. Statesboro 

30458, 912-764-6671. 

GA_ 

02/28/92 

Mr. John A. Drew. Athens 
Reg l Med. Ctr., 1199 Prince 
Ave., Athens 30613, 404- 
549-9977. 

GA. 

02/28/92 

Mr. Eric Rothner, Concord 
Nursing Home, 9401 S. Rid- 
geland, Oak Lawn 60453, 
708-599-6700. 

IL. 

02/10/92 


Division of Foreign Labor 
Certifications— Continued 


[Approved Attestations 02/02/92 to 02/29/92] 


CEO-name/Facility name/ 

Approval 

Address 

State 

Date 

Ms. Allison C. Laabs, St. 
John’s Hospital, 800 East 
Carpenter Street Springfield 
62769. 217-544-6464. 

IL. 

02/10/92 

Mr. Morris Esformes, Morton 
Tefface. 191 East Queen- 
land. Morton 61550, 309- 
266-5336. 

IL. 

02/10/92 

Jo Anne Fisher, Burgess 
Square Healthcare Center, 
5801 South Cass Avenue. 
Westmont, Illinois 60559, 
708-971-2645. 

IL. 

02/19/92 

Sister Teresa Mary Clarkson, 
Holy Cross Hospital, 2701 
West 68th SL, Chicago 
60629, 312-471-6000. 

IL. 

02/21/92 

Mr. Yale Wotk, Thorek Hosp. 
& Med. Ctr., 850 W. Irving 
Park Rd.. Chicago 60613, 
312-525-6780. 

IL. 

02/27/92 

Mr. Victor D. Butler. St. 
Joseph Hosp. & Health Car 
Ctr., Chicago 60657, 312- 
975-3000. 

IL. 

02/27/92 

Mr. John Birdzell, St Mary 
Medical Center, Lakeshore 
Health System. Gary 46402. 
219-881-8140. 

IN. 

02/19/92 

Mr. A. Jason Geisinger, Ham¬ 
mersmith House Nur. Care 
Ctr., Saugus 01906, 617- 
233-6123. 

MA. 

02/20/92 

Sister Blanche LaRose, Beth¬ 
any Health Care Ctr., Inc.. 
97 Bethany Rd.. Framing¬ 
ham 01701, 508-672-6750. 

MA. 

02/21/92 

Mr. Stanley M. Fertel, Jewish 
Memorial Hospital. 59 
Townsend Street, Boston 
02119, 617-442-6760. 

MA. 

02/27/92 

Robert M. Heyssel. M.D., The 
Johns Hopkins Hosp., c/o 
Nursing Admin. /Adm. 220. 
Baltimore 21205. 410-955- 
4222. 

MD. 

02/10/92 

Mr Ronald Marx, Washington 
Adventist Hosp., 7600 Car- 
roll Ave., Takoma Park 
20912, 301-891-7600. 

MD .. 

02/27/92 

Michael Opipari, M.D., Detroit 
Osteopathic Hosp., 12523 
Third Ave., Highland Park 
48203. 313-252-4080. 

Ml .. 

02/10/92 

Mr. Edward S. Thomas. De¬ 
troit Receiving Hosp. 6 U. 
Health Ctr., Detroit 48201. 
313-745-3400. 

Ml. 

02/20/92 

Mr. Phillip S. Schaengold. 
Sinai Hosp. of Detroit. 6767 
West Outer Drive, Detroit 
48235. 

Ml. 

02/21/92 

Mr. A. Jason Geisinger. Wor- 
nall Healthcare Ctr., First 
Healthcare Corp. d.b.a., 
Kansas City 64145, 816- 
942-1676. 

MO. 

02/20/92 

Mr. W.L Bradley. Lucy Lee 
Hospital-AMI, Poplar Bluff 
63901, 314-785-7721. 

MO . 

02/28/92 

Mr. Jonathan M. Metsch. 
Jersey City Med. Ctr.. 50 
Baldwin Ave., Jersey City 
07304. 201-915-2000. 

NJ. . 

02/10/92 


Division of Foreign Labor 
Certifications— Continued 


[Approved Attestations 02/02/92 to 02/29/92] 


CEO-name/Facility name/ 
Address 

Approval 

State 

Date 

Mr. Michael J. Sniffen. Over¬ 
look Hospital. P.O. Box 220. 
Summit 07902. 908-522- 
2238. 

NJ. 

02/10/92 

Mr. David Fletcher. Elizabeth 
Gen'l Med. Ctr., 925 East 
Jersey St. 07201. 908-289- 
8600. 

i 

02/10/92 

Mr. Daniel A. Kane, Engle¬ 
wood Hospital. 350 Engle 
Street, Englewood 07631, 
201-894-3000. 

NJ . 

02/20/92 

Mr. Frank L Muddle, Irvington 
Gen’l Hosp.. 832 Chancellor 
Ave., Irvington 07111, 201- 
399-6131. 

NJ- 

02/27/92 

Mr. Thomas L Scott, Burdette 
Tomlin Mem. Hosp., Stone 
Harbor Blvd., Cape May 
Court House 08210. 609- 
463-2000. 

NJ. 

02/27/92 

Mr. Paul Cooper. South Jersey 
Hosp. System, 337 Irving 
Ave., Bridgeton 08302. 609- 
451-6600. 

NJ . 

02/27/92 

Mr. Victor T. Napenas, Valley 
Rest Nur. Home. Inc., 56 
Bogert SL, Totowa 07512, 
201-942-2534. 

NJ. 

02/27/92 

Mr. Fred Long, Barnert Hospi¬ 
tal. 680 Broadway, Paterson 
07514, 201-977-6600. 

NJ_ 

02/28/92 

Mr. Keith McLaughlin, Raritan 
Bay Med. Ctr., 530 New 
Brunswick Ave., Perth 
Amboy 08861, 908-442- 
3700. 

NJ _ 

02/28/92 

Mr. Thomas G. Doherty. 
Queens Hospital, Immigra¬ 
tion Program Ser., New 
York 10013. 212-788-3485. 

NY. 

02/07/92 

Mr. Alvin J. Conway. Catholic 
Med. Ctr. of Brooklyn and 
Queens, Inc., Jamaica 
11432, 718-657-6800. 

NY . 

02/10/92 

Mr. David B. Skinner. The So¬ 
ciety of the NY Hosp.. 525 
East 68th St. New York 
10021, 212-746-4085. 

NY . 

02/10/92 

Ms. Jodee Berkowitz, Haym 
Solomon Home for the 
Aged. Brooklyn 11214, 718- 
373-1700. 

NY. 

02/10/92 

Ms. Olga Upschitz, Cobble HHI 
Nursing Home, 380 Henry 
Street, Brooklyn 11021, 
718-855-6789. 

NY _ 

02/10/92 

Mr. Louis F. Parker, St John’s 
Riverside Hosp., 967 North 
Broadway. Yonkers 10701 
914-964-4444. 

NY. 

02/10/92 

Mr. William Frohlich. Beth 
Abraham Hospital, 612 Al- 
lerton Ave., Bronx 10467, 
212-920-6021. 

NY. 

02/10/92 

Mr. Krishin Bhatia. Victory Me¬ 
morial Hosp., 699 92nd 
Street, Brooklyn 11228. 
718-630-1268. 

NY_ 

02/19/92 

Mr. David P. Rosen. The Ja¬ 
maica Hospital, 89th 

Avenue & VanWyck Expwy.. 
Jamaica 11418, 718-262- 
6000. 

NY_ 

02/20/92 
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Division of Foreign Labor 


Division of Foreign Labor 


the Director of the Office of Trade 


Certifications— Continued 


Certifications— Continued 


(Approved Attestation* 02/02/92 to 02/29/92] 


CEO-name/Facility name/ 

Approval 

Address 

State 

Date 

Mr. Michael New. Sephardic 
Home for the Aged. Inc., 
Brooklyn 11214, 718-266- 
6100. 

NY .. 

02/20/92 

Mr. Irwin M. Langer. Peninsula 
Hosp. Ctr.. 51-15 Beach 
Channel Dr., Far Rockaway 
11691, 718-945-7100. 

NY. 

02/21/92 

Mr Frederick D. Alley. The 
Brooklyn Hosp Ctr. 121 
Dekalb Ave., Brooklyn 
11201, 718-403-6025. 

NY .. 

02/21/92 

Mr. John R. Abeam, The 
Hosp for Special Surgery, 
535 East 70th St, New 
York 10021, 212-606-1000 

NY_ 

02/21/92 

Mr. Louise Kane. Community 
Hosp. of Brklyn.. 2525 
Kings Hwy., Brooklyn 

11229, 718-377-7900. 

NY.. 

02/21/92 

Mr Charles Meyer. The 
Brookdate Hosp. Med. Ctr.. 
Unden Bfvd at Brookdaie 
Plaza. Brooklyn 11218, 
718-240-5958. 

NY _ 

02/25/92 

Mr. Paul Svensson. The Park¬ 
way Hospital. 70-35 113th 
Street Forest Hilts 11373. 
718-990-4100. 

NY_ 

02/27/92 

Mr Henry Olshtn, Astona 
General Hospital. 25-10 
30th Avenue. Long Island 
City 11102. 718-932-1000. 

NY_ 

02/27/92 

Mr Hawa S. idriss. United 
Hospital Med Ctr. 406 
Boston Post Road. Port 
Chester 10573. 914-939- 
7000. 

NY_ 

02/27/92 

Sister Louise Gartey. Benedic¬ 
tine Hosprtal. 105 Mary’s 
Avenue. Kingston 12401. 
914-338-2500 

NY. 

02/27/92 

Mr. Harry J. Botweft. The 
Presbyterian Hosp.. 622 
West 168th Street New 
York 10032. 212-305-4756. 

NY_ 

02/28/92 

Ms. Thana Martin. CPC Cedar 
Hills Hospital. 10300 S W 
Eastndge St. Portland 
97225. 503-297-2252. 

OR.. 

02/27/92 


[Approved Attestations 02/02/92 to 02/29/92] 


CEO-name/Facility name/ 
Address 

Approval 

State 

Date 

Ms. Lois Jean Moore. Harris 
County Hosp. Dial., 1504 
Taub Hosp Dist. 1504 
Taub Loop. Houston 77030, 
713-793-3480. 

Mr. Ernest Flores. Jr., Dimmit 

TX .. 

02/10/92 

TX. 

02/10/92 

County Mem. Hosp.. 704 
Hospital Drive. Camzo 
Springs 78834, 512-876- 
2424. 

Ms. Flonta C. Totentmo. Omni 

TX _ 

02/20/92 

Health Services, Omni Con¬ 
sortium. Inc. d/b/a. Hous¬ 
ton 77080. 713-690-1971. 

Mr. Eddie A. George. HCA 

TX. 

02/20/92 

Spnng Branch Med Ctr., 
8850 Long Point, Houston 
77055. 713-984-3644 

Charles A. LeMaistre, M O.. 

TX. 

02/27/92 

M O. Anderson Cancer Ctr., 
The University of Texas, 
Houston 77030. 713-794- 
4505. 

Mr. Michael C. Waters. Hen¬ 

TX. 

02/27/92 

drick Med. Ctr., 1242 North 
19th St, Abilene 79601. 
915-670-2000. 

Ms. Reza Khazeni. Profession¬ 

UT_ 

02/27/92 

al Nursing Ser.. 420 E. 
South Temple. Salt Lake 
Gty 84111. 801-532-4900. 
Total Attestations. 
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|FR Doc. 92-5933 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am| 
BILLING CODE 4510-30-1! 


Investigations Regarding 
Certifications of Eligibility To Apply for 
Worker Adjustment Assistance 

Petitions have been filed with the 
Secretary of Labor under section 221(a) 
of the Trade Act of 1974 ("the Act") and 
are identified in the appendix to this 
notice. Upon receipt of these petitions. 


Adjustment Assistance, Employment 
and Training Administration, has 
instituted investigations pursuant to 
section 221(a) of the Act. 

The purpose of each of the 
investigations is to determine whether 
the workers are eligible to apply for 
adjustment assistance under title II. 
chapter 2, of the Act The investigations 
will further relate, as appropriate, to the 
determination of the date on which total 
or partial separations began or 
threatened to begin and the subdivision 
of the firm involved. 

The petitioners or any other persons 
showing a substantial interest in the 
subject matter of the investigations may 
request a public hearing, provided such 
request is filed in writing with the 
Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance, at the address shown below, 
not later than March 23,1992. 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments regarding the 
subject matter of the investigations to 
the Director. Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance, at the address shown below, 
no later than March 23,1992. 

The petitions filed in this case are 
available for inspection a^the Office of 
the Director. Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance. Employment and Training 
Adminstration. U.S. Department of 
Labor. 200 Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Washington. DC 20210. 

Signed at Washington. DC this 2nd day of 
March 1992. 

Marvin M. Fooks. 

Director. Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance . 


Appendix 


Petitioner (Union/Workers/ Firm) 


Location 


A.M.F E.LS.. Inc. (Workers) __ 

Babcock Industries. Inc/ACCO Group (Workers).... 

BMP Petroleum, Inc. (Workers) _ 

Bovaird Supply Co (The) (Co) _ 

Brandywine Country (Workers; _ 

Bull Rogers. Inc., (Workers) ......_ 

CAM Oilfield Service, Inc. (Co) ____ 

Cactus Drifting Co (Workers) .... 

Cipher Data Products (Co) ___ 

Dunmore Corp (UAW) ______ 

Exploration Employment Service (Workers) _ 

Grant Tensor Geophysical Corp (Workers) _ 

Halliburton Services (Workers) _ 

Halliburton Services (Workers) _.__ 

Halliburton Services (Workers) ___ 

Halliburton Services (Workers)_ __ 

Halliburton Services (Workers) _ 


Brownsville. TX_ 

Des Arc. AR_ 

Houston. TX_ 

Tulsa. TX_ 

Reedsville, PA__ 

Odessa. TX... 

Northport, Ai_ 

Midland. TX__ 

Ann Arbor, Ml.... 

Racine, W1.. 

Livingston, TX.... 

Denver. OO-- 

Norton, VA... 

BelftrHd. ND_ 

Anchorage. AK- 

Elkview, WV_ 

Artesta. NM.. 


Date 

received 

Date of 
petition 

Petition 

No. 

Articles produced 

03/02/92 

02/20/92 

26.901 

Oil. gas drilling. 

03/02/92 

01/24/92 

26.902 

Automotove control cables. 

03/02/92 

02/19/91 

26.903 

Oil, gas. 

03/02/92 

02/20/92 

26.904 

Oil and gas equipment 

03/02/92 

02/17/92 

26.905 

Ladies lingerie, children’s clothing. 

03/02/92 

03/14/91 

26.906 

install pipe & casing for oil wells 

03/02/92 

02/16/92 

26.907 

Gas well service. 

03/02/92 

02/24/92 

26.908 

Oil drilling. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26.909 

Magnetic tape drives. 

03/02/92 

01/24/92 

26,910 

Machine tools. 

03/02/92 

01/28/92 

26.911 

OH and gas permit agents. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26.912 

Seismic data. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26.913 

Oil and gas. 

0C/02/92 

02/21/92 

26.914 

OH and gas. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26.915 

Oil and gas 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26.916 

OH and gas. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,917 

OH and gas. 
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Appendix— Continued 


Petitioner (Union/Workers/Firm) 


Halliburton Services (Workers) ...».. 

Halliburton Services (Workers) ..... 

Halliburton Services (Workers) ... 

Halliburton Sendees (Workers) ... 

Halliburton Services (Workers) ... 

Halliburton Services (Workers) ____ 

Halliburton Services (Workers) __.....___ 

Halliburton Services (Workers) ....... 

Halliburton Services (Workers) ..... 

Halliburton Services (Workers) .. 

Halliburton Services (Workers) ___ 

Halliburton Services (Workers) .. 

Halliburton Services (Workers) . 

Halliburton Services (Workers) . 

Halliburton Services (Workers) . 

Halliburton Services (Workers) ..... 

Halliburton Services (Workers) .. 

Halliburton Services (Workers) .. 

Halliburton Services (Workers) .. 

Halliburton Services (Workers) ____ 

Halliburton Services (Workers) ____ 

Halliburton Services (Workers) ...... 

Halliburton Services (Workers) ____ 

Hardwick Knitwear. Inc (Co) ___ 

John L. Cox (Workers) ------ 

Maline Sewing Corp of Pennsylvania (ILGWU) _.... 

Marrville Sales Corp (Co)... .... 

Multnomah Plywood Corp (Workers) .-. 

National Semi-Conductor (Workers) ... 

Nestle Chocolate Co (RWDSU) . 

NGK Metals Corp (USWA) . 

Ronni Fashions. Inc (ILGWU) ... 

Serac. Inc (Workers) .«... 

Somerset Knitting Mills (ILGWU) .... 

Springs Industries. Inc (Workers) ...«... 

Teledyne Exploration Co (Workers) __ 

UAW Family Education Center (Workers) __ 

Western Company of North America (Co) _ 

Western Company of North America (Co) .. 

Weyerhaeuser Kraft Mill (AWPPW) . 


Location 

Date 

received 

Dale of 
petition 

Petition 

No. 

Articles produced 

Bossier City. LA . 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,918 

Oil and gas. 

Kalkaska. Ml.. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,919 

Oil and gas. 

Helenwood. TN. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,920 

OH and gas 

Anchorage, AK.„..«... 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,921 

Oil and gas. 

El Dorando. KS .. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,922 

Oil and gas 

Fort Smith, AR. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,923 

Oil and gas. 

Duncan. OK.. 

03/02/92 

02/24/92 

26.924 

Oil and gas 

Brighton, CO. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,925 

Oil and gas. 

Cortland, OH.. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,926 

Oil and 3 as. 

Indiana. PA. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,927 

Oil and gas. 

Jackson. MS. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,928 

Oil and gas 

Amarillo, TX. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,929 

Oil and gas. 

Cutbank. MT. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,930 

Oil and gas. 

Flora. IL. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,931 

Oil and gas. 

Vernal. UT. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,932 

OH and gas. 

Paintsville. KY. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26.933 

OH and gas 

Felda. FL .. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,934 

Oil and gas. 

Fort Smith, AR... 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,935 

Oil and gas. 

Anchorage. AK. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,936 

Oil and gas. 

Evanston, WY_ 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,937 

Oil and gas. 

Avenal, CA—.— 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,938 

Oil and gas. 

Billings, MT .. 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,939 

Oil and gas. 

Ardmore, OK.„ 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,940 

Oil and gas. 

Hardwick. Vermont.. 

03/02/92 

02/17/92 

26.941 

Sew clothing. 

Oklahoma City. OK.. 

03/02/92 

02/18/92 

26.942 

Oil, gas. 

Philadelphia, PA.„ 

03/02/92 

02/11/92 

26,943 

Ladies, skirts, pants, shorts. 

Denver, CO ... 

03/02/92 

02/19/92 

26,944 

Coal. 

St. Helens. OR . 

03/02/92 

02/03/92 

26.945 

Softwood, plywood. 

South Portland. ME. 

03/02/92 

02/19/92 

26.946 

Digital intergrated circuits. 

Fulton. NY. 

03/02/92 

02/19/92 

26,947 

Cocoa beverages. 

Reading, PA. 

03/02/92 

02/14/92 

26,948 

Beryllium and nickel alloys. 

New Brunswick. NJ. 

03/02/92 

02/18/92 

26,949 

Dresses 

Spokane. WA.. 

03/02/92 

02/24/92 

26.950 

Skrwear and sportswear. 

Philadelphia, PA... 

03/02/92 

02/12/92 

26,951 

Men’s and womens sweaters. 

Ft Mill, SC ... 

03/02/92 

02/13/92 

26.952 

Yam. 

Houston, TX. 

03/02/92 

02/18/92 

26,953 

Seismograph services 

Onaway, Ml .. 

03/02/92 

02/11/92 

26,954 

Provide services for union members. 

Eldorado. TX. 

03/02/92 

02/18/92 

26,955 

Oil, gas well services. 

Palestine, TX... 

03/02/92 

02/18/92 

26,956 

Oil. gas well services. 

Everett, WA..._ 

03/02/92 

02/21/92 

26,957 

Pulp. 


|FR Doc 82-5930 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 
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lTA-W-26,566 CHERRY HILL, NJ, TA-W- 
25.5C6A ENCINO, CA, TA-W-26,566B 
FOSTER CITY, CA, TA-W-26.566C 
SUNRISE, FL, TA-W-26.566D ATLANTA, 

GA, TA-W-26.566E CHICAGO, IL, TA-W- 
26,566F WELLESLEY, MA, TA-W-26.566G 
ST. LOUIS, MO, TA-W-26.566H EAST 
RUTHERFORD, NJ, TA-W-26,5661 NEW 
YORK, NY, TA-W-26.566J DUBLIN, OH, TA- 
W-26.566K HOUSTON, TX, TA-W-26,566L 
HERNDON, VA, TA-W-26,5€6M VIENNA, 

VA] 

Gandalf Systems Corp.; Amended 
Certification Regarding Eligibility to 
Apply for Worker Adjustment 
Assistance 

In accordance with section 223 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2273) the 
Department of Labor issued a 
Certification of Eligibility to Apply for 
Worker Adjustment Assistance on 
January 17.1992, applicable to all 
workers of Gandalf Systems 
Corporation, Cherry Hill, New Jersey. 
The notice was published in the Federal 


Register on February 4,1992 (57 FR 
4218). 

New information from the company 
shows that Gandalf had worker 
separations in California, Florida, 
Georgia, Illinois, Massachusetts, 
Missouri, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, 
Texas and Virginia. The former 
employees worked in administration, 
service and sales positions which 
supported the manufacturing operations 
in Cherry Hill, New Jersey. All the 
former employees were on the company 
payroll. 

The intent of the Department’s 
certification is to include all workers of 
Gandalf who were adversely affected by 
increased imports. 

The amended notice applicable to 
TA-W-26,566 is hereby issued as 
follows: 

All workers of Gandalf Systems 
Corporation. Cherry Hill, New Jersey; Encino, 
California; Foster City. California; Sunrise, 
Florida; Atlanta, Georgia; Chicago. Illinois; 
Wellesley, Massachusetts; St. Louis, 

Missouri; East Rutherford, New Jersey; New 
York, New York; Dublin. Ohio; Houston. 
Texas; Herndon, Virginia and Vienna. 


Virginia who became totally or partially 
separated from employment on or after 
October 31.1990 are eligible to apply for 
adjustment assistance under section 223 of 
the Trade Act of 1974. 

Signed at Washington. DC. this 5th day of 
March 1992. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 

Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance. 

(FR Doc. 92-5935 Filed 3-12-92, 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOE 4510-30-M 


[TA-W-26,415, 416, 416A, 417) 

Schiumberger Technology Corp.; 
Amended Certification Regarding 
Eligibility to Apply for Worker 
Adjustment Assistance 

In the matter of Schiumberger Technology 
Corp., d/b/a SWS NAM, Inc., Larose 
Offshore Office. Cutoff. Louisiana; TA-W- 
26.416 Schiumberger Technology Corp., d/b/a 
SWS NAM. Inc.. Well Services Office, Belle 
Chasse, Louisiana; TA-W-26.416A 
Schiumberger Technology Corp., d/b/a SWS 
NAM, Inc., Special Services Office, Belle 
Chasse. Louisiana; TA-W-28,417 
Schiumberger Technology Corp.. d/b/a SWS 
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NAM. Inc.. Renovation Center. Belle Chasse, 
Louisiana. 

In accordance with section 223 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2273) as 
amended by the Omnibus Trade and 
Competitiveness Act of 1988 (Pub. L. 
100-418), the Department of Labor 
issued a Certification of Eligibility to 
Apply for Worker Adjustment 
Assistance on November 27,1991, 
applicable to all workers of the subject 
firm. The notice was published in the 
Federal Register on December 20,1991 
(56 FR 66086). 

At the request of the State Agency the 
Department reviewed the subject 
certifications. New information shows 
that ail of the claimants’ wages were 
reported under Schiumberger 
Technology Corporation, d/b/a SWS 
NAM Inc., Houston, Texas. Therefore, in 
order to properly reflect the correct 
worker group, the Department has 
changed the name from Schiumberger to 
Schiumberger Technology Corporation, 
d/b/a SWS NAM Inc. 

The amended notice applicable to 
TA-W-26,415, TA-W-26,416, TA-W- 
26.416A and TA-W-26,417 is hereby 
issued as follows: 

All workers of Schiumberger Technology 
Corporation, d/b/a SWS NAM Inc., Weil 
Services Office, Belle ChaBse, Louisiana (TA¬ 
W-26.416): Special Services Office, Belle 
Chasse, Louisiana (TA-W-26.416A): 
Renovation Center. Belle Chasse, Louisiana 
(TA-W-26.417); and Larose Offshore Office, 
Cutoff, Louisiana (TA-W-26.415) who 
became totally or partially separated from 
employment on or after January 1 , 1991 are 
eligible to apply for adjustment assistance 
under Section 223 of the Trade Act of 1974. 

Signed at Washington, DC, this 5th day of 
March 1992. 

Marvin M. Fooks, 

Director, Office of Trade Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR Doc. 92-5939 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am| 

BILLING CODE 4510-30-N 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

National Advisory Commission on 
Work-Based Learning; Open Meeting 

summary: The National Advisory 
Commission on Work-Based Learning 
was established in accordance with the 
provisions of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463) on 
December 14.1990, Federal Register 
December 26.1990, pg. 53063). The 
Commission has broad responsibility to 
advise the Secretary of Labor on ways 
to increase the skill levels of the 
American work force and expand access 
to work-based learning. The 


Commission i9 developing strategic 
action plans for: 

• A voluntary, industry-led system of 
skill standards and for certification; 

• Integrating human resource 
development and technology diffusion 
efforts; 

• Promoting labor-management 
cooperative efforts to implement work- 
based learning; 

• Changing accounting methods to 
promote human resource development; 

• Valuing diversity as a corporate 
strategic asset; 

• Developing a national quality 
award for excellence in human resource 
development. 

TIME AND PLACE: The meeting will be 
held on Tuesday, April 7,1992, from 9 
a.m. until 4:30 p.m. at the Grand Hotel. 
2350 M Street. NW.. Washington, DC 
20037. 

agenda: The agenda for the meeting 
will include. 

Tuesday, April 7 
9 a.m.—Call meeting to order 
Discussion of Framework for Action 
Break 

Workgroup Reports 
Workgroup Reports 
Public Comment Period 
Adjourn at 4:30 p.m. 

Note: Lunch will be taken at 12 noon to 1:15 
p.m. The meeting will be open to the public. 
Thirty minutes will be set aside for public 
comments. Seating will be available for the 
public on a first-come, first-serve basis. 
Handicapped individuals wishing to attend 
should contact the Commission on Work- 
Based Learning in advance, so that staff can 
make appropriate accommodations. 
Individuals or organizations wishing to 
submit written statements should send 10 
copies to Peter Carlson. Managing Director, 
National Advisory Commission on Work- 
Based Learning, FPB S2028, 200 Constitution 
Avenue NW.. Washington. DC 20210, by 
March 31,1992. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Peter E. Carlson. Managing Director, 
National Advisory Commission on 
Work-Based Learning, FPB S2028, 200 
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington, 
DC 20210; Tel. (202) 523-6271. 

Signed at Washington, DC, this 9th day of 
March, 1992. 

Roberts T. Jones. 

Assistant Secretary of Labor. 

[FR Doc. 92-5934 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 45KK-30-N 


Mine Safety and Health Administration 

Advisory Committee on the Use of Air 
In the Belt Entry to Ventilate the 
Production (Face) Area at 
Underground Coal Mines and Related 
Provisions; Meeting 

agency: Mine Safety and Health 
Administration. Labor. 
action: Notice of advisory committee 
meeting. 

SUMMARY: This notice provides the date, 
time and place for the first meeting of 
the Mine Safety and Health 
Administration’s Advisory Committee 
on the Use of Air in the Belt Entry to 
Ventilate the Face Area at Underground 
Coal Mines and Related Provisions. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Patricia W. Silvey, Director. Office of 
Standards, Regulations and Variances, 
Mine Safety and Health Administration, 
Ballston Tower #3, 4015 Wilson 
Boulevard, room 631, Arlington, Virginia 
22203; phone (703) 235-1910. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
sections 101(a) and 102(c) of the Federal 
Mine Safety and Health Act of 1977, a 
public meeting of the advisory 
committee will be held between the 
hours of 9 a.m. and 5 p.m. on'March 30 
and 31,1992, at the Ramada 
Renaissance Hotel (Gallery III Ballroom) 
located at 950 N. Stafford Street, 
Arlington, Virginia 22203. 

The Secretary of Labor appointed this 
advisory committee to make 
recommendations on conditions under 
which belt entry air could be safely used 
in the face areas of underground coal 
mines. The advisory committee’s charter 
reflects a broad mandate to assess the 
safety and health aspects surrounding 
the use of air in the belt entry to 
ventilate the production area at 
underground coal mines. The committee 
will discuss a wide variety of issues 
which relate to necessary protections for 
assuring safe and healthful mining 
environment. 

The purpose of the meeting is: (1) To 
give an historical overview on the 
prohibition of the use of belt air to 
ventilate the working face in 
underground coal mines; (2) to allow the 
committee members to become familiar 
with the issues involved and (3) to set 
an agenda for the committee to follow 
during its six-month tenure. 

The public is invited to attend. The 
chairperson will provide an hour at the 
end of the meeting to allow interested 
persons to make comments. Official 
records of the meeting will be available 
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for public inspection at the above 
address. 

Dated: March 11.1992. 

William J. Tattersall. 

Assistant Secretory for Mine Safety and 
Health. 

[FR Doc. 92-6054 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4510-43-II 


NATIONAL COMMUNICATIONS 
SYSTEM 

Federal Telecommunication Standards 

agency: National Communications 
System. Office of Technology and 
Standards. 

action: Notice for comment on 
proposed standard. 

summary: The purpose of this notice is 
to solicit the views of Federal agencies, 
industry, the public, and Slate and local 
governments on proposed Federal 
Telecommunications Standard 1049; 
'Telecommunications: HF Radio 
Automatic Operation in Stressed 
Environments. Section 1: Linking 
Protection.” 

date: Comments are due by June 11, 

1992. 

ADDRESS: Send comments to the 
National Communications System, 

Office of Technology and Standards, 
Attn: NT, 701 South Courthouse Road, 
Arlington. VA 22204-2198. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Institute for Telecommunication 
Sciences, National Telecommunications 
and Information Administration, Mr. 
Robert T. Adair, telephone (303) 497- 
3723, or Mr. David F. Peach, telephone 
(303) 497-5309. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

1. The General Services 
Administration (GSA) is responsible 
under the provisions of the Federal 
Property and Administrative Services 
Act of 1949. as amended, for the Federal 
Standardization Program. On August 14, 
1972, the Administrator of General 
Services designated the National 
Communications System (NCS) as the 
responsible agent for the development of 
Federal telecommunication standards 
for NCS interoperability and the 
computer communication interface. 

2. Prior to the adoption of proposed 
Federal standards, it is important that 
proper consideration be given to the 
needs and views of Federal agencies, 
industry, the public, and State and local 
governments. 

3. Requests for copies of the 
November 14.1991 draft proposed FED- 
STD-1049, Section 1 should be directed 
to the National Communications 


System, Office of Technology and 
Standards, Attn: NT, 701 South 
Courthouse Road, Arlington, VA 22204- 
2198. 

Dennis Bodson, 

Assistant Manager, NCS Office of Technology 
and Standards. 

(FR Doc 92-5950 Filed 3-12-02: 8:45 amj 

BILLING CODE 3S10-OG-M 


NATIONAL OCCUPATIONAL 
INFORMATION COORDINATING 
COMMITTEE 

Proposed National Career 
Development (Institute) Training 
Program 

agency: National Occupational 
Information Coordinating Committee. 
action: Notice; request for comment. 

summary: The Congress has 
appropriated to the National 
Occupational Information Coordinating 
Committee (NOICC) $1.2 million which 
are to be used for— 

The establishment of career development 
programs to train personnel in assisting 
students to understand themselves in the 
context of their career development, to be 
aware of the world of work, to understand 
the linkage between academic skills and 
work-related skills, and to make effective 
career decisions. 

In keeping with the stated wishes of 
the Congress and in conjunction with 
State Occupational Information 
Coordinating Committee (SOICCs), the 
NOICC is seeking to establish a 
National Career Development (Institute) 
Training Program, the goals of which 
are: 

• To develop and provide a National 
training capability for career 
development counselors, advisors, 
teachers, instructors, administrators and 
paraprofessionals that can be 
institutionalized in States and/or 
regions. 

• To provide a National technical 
assistance role and evaluation capacity 
to support career development training 
throughout the NOICC/SOICC network. 

• To expand and improve upon 
ongoing NOICC/SOICC career 
development training initiatives. 

• To support a specified range of 
SOICC initiated career development 
projects and activities to enhance the 
base for the training and/or contribute 
to the training in State or local settings. 

The NOICC plans to work with 
SOICCs and a nationally recognized 
university (or consortium of universities) 
to establish a National Career 
Development (Institute) Training 
Program and proposes to split on a 


roughly 50:50 basis appropriated 
resources between (1) the academic 
institute and (2) the SOlCC’s. * 1 2 3 1 The 
university (or universities) will be 
responsible for establishing a National 
Career Development Training Institute 
that can formulate, facilitate, and 
evaluate a National career development 
training agenda through one or more 
cooperating regional centers or 
programs and the States. The SOICCs 
will be responsible for creating in each 
State an institutionalized capacity to 
assist in determining a National career 
development training agenda and in 
carrying out specific training or 
evaluation activity. 

The Executive Director of the N10CC 
is soliciting from SOICCs, selected 
Federal agencies, and key counseling, 
education, and employment and training 
organizations suggestions about the 
structure and content of the Career 
Development Training (Institute) 
Program. The Executive Director also 
wishes to hear opinions of the public at 
large on a number of basic program 
design questions and is, therefore, 
requesting comment on the same. 

dates: Written comments on this notice 
are invited. Comments shall be received 
by April 13.1992. 

addresses: Comments shall be mailed 
to Ms. Juliette Lester, Executive 
Director, National Occupational 
Information Coordinating Committee, 
2100 M Street NW.. suite 156, 
Washington, DC 20037. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT! 
Burton Carlson or Walton Webb at (202) 
653-5671. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION! The 

NOICC is a Federal interagency 
committee established by Congress in 
1976 to promote and coordinate the 
development and use of occupational, 
labor market and career information. It 
is authorized and funded through 
sections 125 and 464 of the Job Training 
Partnership Act (JTPA) and title IV, part 

C, sections 422(a) and 451(a) of the Carl 

D. Perkins Vocational and Applied 
Technology Education Act (PVATEA). 

The need to match worker skills with 
workplace demands is a topic of 
increasing National concern, both with 
respect to workers now employed 
across this nation and with respect to 
students leaving school and entering the 
workplace for the first time. Successful 
matching of worker skills with job 
requirements depends to a large 
measure on the individual worker and 


1 Funds going to a university or consortium of 
universities wili also be channeled through a 
SOICC. 
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the extent to which he or she 
understands the kinds of jobs available, 
the skills required, and the relationship 
between academic preparation and job 
performance. The proposed National 
Career Development Training (Institute) 
Program seeks to address this issue by 
increasing the knowledge, tools, and 
skills of those persons who assist youth 
and adults with occupational 
preparation and career decisions. 

Career development is a growth and 
learning process important to 
individuals across their lifespan. The 
persons who need career development 
assistance vary in age. sex, education, 
experience, the kinds of assistance 
needed, as does the context in which 
such assistance is provided. The persons 
rendering career development 
assistance represent a variety of 
agencies and situations and have 
studied or been trained in a variety of 
subjects and disciplines. They work 
with a variety of potential service 
groups. As a result, the structure and 
content of the proposed career 
development institute program raises a 
number of questions. 

The questions that follow are, in the 
view of the NOICC, basic to the 
structure and content of the Career 
Development Training (Institute) 
Program. The public is, therefore, invited 
to respond to these questions and/or to 
add to the list any questions it believes 
the NOICC has left out. The specific 
questions are: 

1. Should the primary focus of the 
National Career Development Training 
(Institute) Program be creation—at the 
individual State level—of a State 
capacity for developing and delivering 
career development training to 
counselors, counselor educators and 
others: or should the primary program 
be the development and direct provision 
of training through a National Institute? 
If State capacity building is the answer, 
should attention be directed to all 
States, or be limited to those States that 
demonstrate early commitment and 
ability to field training in a short period 
of time? If the answer is the direct 
provision of training, how can a 
National program with limited funds be 
structured to supply a sufficient amount 
of training to make a difference? Does 
regionalization of the program offer an 
acceptable option? 

2. How should the National Career 
Development Training Institute be 
structured? Should a single university 
approach be used or should multiple 
universities be involved? If a multiple 
university arrangement is preferred, 
how should that relationship be 
structured? 


3. What should the role of the 
National Institute be? Should it be 
confined to a developmental and train- 
the-trainer role, or should it engage in 
the actual delivery of training, or both? 
To what extent should a National 
Institute be expected to provide 
technical assistance to States and on 
what basis? Should the Institute engage 
in evaluation and research? 

4. Should there be created a National 
Institute advisory or governing 
committee? If so, how should it be 
configured and what authority should it 
exercise? 

5. If a National/Regional configuration 
is used for the Institute, should the roles 
of universities/centers at the two levels 
differ? Or should they be comparable? 

6. What should the role of the NOICC 
be? Should the NOICC be limited to 
funding and oversight? Or is a more 
active involvement recommended? If so, 
w'hat should that involvement include? 

7. What should the role of SOICC’s 
be? Should they be treated as planning/ 
administrative entities only, or should 
they be directly involved in the delivery 
of career development training? What 
should be the SOICC’s relationship to 
the National Institute? To any regional 
centers or programs? 

8. Should training offered through the 
National Institute or States be targeted 
to individual State audiences, or should 
training be made available through the 
Center and States to interested parties 
on a regional or national basis? 

9. Should the National Institute or 
States offer courses designed for a 
general audience, no matter what their 
experience or education: or should 
distinction be made between beginning 
and advanced curricula? What sort of 
admissions policies and procedures 
should be developed to make the best 
and widest use of the program? 

10. Should the National training 
curriculum offer specialized courses to 
persons who work with specific 
populations, for example, teachers of 
elementary students or counselors in 
correctional facilities? Or should 
curriculum be organized solely by topics 
or subject matter applicable to all 
clientele and all situations? What topics 
might the curriculum include? 

11. Should the National Institute or 
States be authorized to conduct or 
support **in-house” or ‘'cooperative” 
career development training programs 
for “closed audiences”—such as the 
personnel of a single school district or 
Federal prison? 

12. Should the National Institute or 
States conduct training specifically 
designed for paraprofessionals who 
have not completed a four-year degree 
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program or received professional 
postsecondary certification? 

13. Should the National Institute or 
State training be structured so that some 
sort of “grade” or certificate is given to 
persons successfully completing a 
course or session? Should satisfactory 
completion of training result in 
academic credit? If grades, certificates, 
or academic credit are to be issued, 
what sort of certification should be 
required of faculty and course content? 

14. Should the National Institute or 
State training be provided free-of- 
charge, or should training be made 
available on a fee basis? If training is 
offered on a fee basis, should 
scholarships or financial assistance be 
made available to qualified persons who 
cannot afford the cost? 

15. If training is offered on a fee basis, 
should the Institute or State training 
materials (textbooks, handbooks, 
videos) be published and disseminated 
to users who have not participated in 
related National Institute programs? 

16. Should the National Institute and 
States, independent of NOICC, pursue 
grants and contracts from other public 
and private organizations to support the 
overall goals of the National Career 
Development Training Program? 

Request for Public Comment 

The NOICC is seeking public response 
to these questions and any other 
appropriate comments or suggestions 
interested parties wish to make. 

Signed at Washington, DC. this 10th day of 
March. 1992. 

Juliette Lester, 

Executive Director. 

[FR Doc. 92-5948 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 4510-23-41 


NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 

Permit Application Received Under the 
Antarctic Conservation Act of 1978 

agency: National Science Foundation. 

action: Notice of permit application 
received under the Antarctic 
Conservation Act of 1978, Public Law 
95-541. 


summary: The National Science 
Foundation (NSF) is required to publish 
notice of permit applications received to 
conduct activities regulated under the 
Antarctic Conservation Act of 1978. NSF 
has published regulations under the 
Antarctic Conservation Act of 1978 at 
title 45 part 670 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations. This is the required notice 
of permit applications received. 
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dates: Interested parties are invited to 
submit written data, comments, or views 
with respect to this permit application 
by April 17,1992. Permit applications 
may be inspected by interested parties 
at the Permit Office, address below. 
address: Comments should be 
addressed to Permit Office, room 627. 
Division of Polar Programs, National 
Science Foundation, Washington, DC 
20550. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Charles E. Myers at the above address 
or (202) 357-7817. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

National Science Foundation, a 9 
directed by the Antarctic Conservation 
Act of 1978 (Public Law 95-541). has 
developed regulations that implement 
the “Agreed Measures for the 
Conservation of Antarctic Fauna and 
Flora" for all United States citizens. The 
Agreed Measures, developed by the 
Antarctic Treaty Consultative Parties, 
recommended establishment of a permit 
system for various activities in 
Antarctica and designation of certain 
animals and certain geographic areas as 
requiring special protection. The 
regulations establish such a permit 
system to designate Specially Protected 
Areas and Sites of Special Scientific 
Interest. 

1. Applicant 

Gerald L Kooyman, Physiological 
Research Lab 0204. Scripps Institution 
of Oceanography, University of 
California, San Diego, La Jolla, CA 
92093. 

Activity for Which Permit Requested 

Taking. Import into USA. Enter 
Specially Protected Area. The applicant 
is conducting research on penguin 
foraging effort and breeding success. 
These studies will be the basis for a 
study of emperor penguins as 
environmental monitors in the Ross Sea. 
Up to 115 adult and 210 emperor penguin 
chicks will be captured to attach 
instruments, perform stomach lavage, 
weigh, or collect blood samples. 
Carcasses of 5 adults, 5 chicks, and 15 
eggs will be salvaged for morphometric 
measurements. 

Location 

Cape Washington, Coulman Island, 

Cape Roget, Cape Crozier. 

Dates 

September 1992-December 1993. 

Charles E. Myers, 

Permit Officer. Division of Polar Programs. 

|FR Doc. 92-5944 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILUNG CODE 7SSS-01-4I 


Nuclear Regulatory Commission 

Carolina Power & Light Co; 
Consideration of Issuance of 
Amendment to Facility Operating 
License, Proposed No Significant 
Hazards; Consideration Determination, 
and Opportunity for Hearing 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commission) is 
considering issuance of an amendment 
to Facility Operating License No. 50-261 
issued to Carolina Power & Light 
Company (the licensee) for operation of 
the H.B. Robinson Steam Electric Plant, 
Unit No. 2, located in Darlington County, 
South Carolina. 

The proposed amendment would add 
a footnote to Technical Specifications 
(TS) 3.14.3.2.a and 3.14.4.2.a that would 
suspend the requirements of these 
sections of the fire protection Technical 
Specifications for the duration of the 
containment Integrated Leak Rate Test 
(ILRT) and the Structural Integrity Test 
(SIT). 

By letter dated March 6,1992, the 
licensee requested exigent handling of 
the proposed amendment request. The 
licensee 9tated that they have exerted 
their best effort to make a timely 
application for the proposed 
amendment. Initial concerns regarding 
the ability to satisfy the required action 
statement of TS 3.14.3.2.a and 3.14.4.2.a 
were expressed during a review of the 
ILRT procedure on February 4,1992. An 
investigation was initiated which 
involved a review of the test procedure, 
the applicable TS, testing practices used 
at other sites, and the approach used 
during a 1987 performance of this test. 
Without exigent handling, it is projected 
that the performance of the ILRT and 
SIT will be delayed approximately one 
week, which would likewise delay the 
start of critical containment work and 
would probably extend the outage 
completion date. 

Before issuance of the proposed 
license amendment, the Commission 
will have made findings required by the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 
(the Act) and the Commission’s 
regulations. 

The Commission has made a proposed 
determination that the amendment 
request involves no significant hazards 
consideration. Under the Commission's 
regulations in 10 CFR 50.92, this means 
that operation of the facility in 
accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 


involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. As required by 10 CFR 
50.91(a), the licensee has provided its 
analysis of the issue of no significant 
hazards consideration, which is 
presented below: 

1. The proposed amendment does not 
involve a significant Increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated. The proposed 
amendment would provide a temporary 
exemption from the compensatory actions 
required when the specified pre-action 
system and fire hose stations are inoperable 
during concurrent performance of the 
Integrated Leak Rate Test (ILRT) and the 
Structural Integrity Test (SIT). This 
exemption will apply only to these very 
specific conditions for a finite period of time. 

During the performance of the ILRT, the 
plant will be in cold shutdown. By de¬ 
energizing all components within the 
containment that are not required for either 
ILRT performance or maintenance of 
shutdown core cooling, potential fire ignitions 
sources will be minimized. Also, a thorough 
containment walkdown by the fire protection 
staff prior to initiation if the ILRT will ensure 
that any combustible materials are minimized 
or eliminated. 

The fire hose station and Pre-Action 
Systems are not required for achieving and 
maintaining either hot or cold shut down. 

It may be postulated that the consequences 
of a fire may be slightly increased due to an 
unspecified delay in confirming and 
responding to an actual fire in the 
containment. Upon receipt of alarms for two 
trains of the fire detection system, there will 
be some time required for assessment of the 
situation, and some unspecified delay in 
responding to the fire while the ILRT is 
suspended and containment is accessed. 
However, by de-eneigizing nonessential 
equipment within the containment, and 
minimizing or eliminating combustible 
materials prior to ILRT pressurization, the 
probability of a fire occurring will be 
extremely small. In fact, since the 
containment will be secured immediately 
following the fire protections walkdown, 
there will be no possibility of transient 
combustibles entering the area. As such, 8 
once per shift inspection should be 
unnecessary since there should be no change 
in the “potential hazards for fire.” In 
summary, although the proposed amendment 
may have a minor impact upon the ability to 
promptly respond to an actual life, the 
compensatory actions taken, together with 
the conditions imposed by the ILRT, 
ultimately demonstrate that there will be no 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated. 

The plant will be in cold shutdown 
throughout the duration of the ILRT when the 
proposed amendment will be in effect. The 
possibility of a fire occurring will be 
significantly reduced, if not eliminated, by the 
de-energization of nonessential equipment, 
and the pre-test walkdown of containment by 
the fire protection staff. The proposed 
amendment will not affect the ability of the 
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plant to maintain safe shutdown conditions, 
and no unusual plant evolutions will take 
place. The accidents analyzed in Chapter 15 
of the Updated Final Safety Analysis Report 
bound the conditions created by the proposed 
amendment. Therefore, the proposed change 
does not create the possibility of anew or 
different kind of accident from any accident 
previously evaluated. 

2. The proposed amendment does not 
involve a significant reduction in the margin 
of safety. 

As discussed in item 1. above, the margin 
of safety could be considered to be impacted 
by the proposed amendment. However, by 
de-energizing all nonessential components 
within the containment which are not 
required for ILRT performance or 
maintenance of shutdown core cooling, 
potential fire ignition sources will be 
minimized. Also, a thorough containment 
walkdown by the fire protection staff prior to 
ILRT pressurization will ensure that any 
combustible materials are minimized or 
eliminated. Since the containment will be 
secured following this walkdown, there will 
be no change in the combustible loading 
within the containment, and a once per shift 
inspection for fire hazards should not be 
needed. 

Therefore, there is adequate assurance that 
any postulated impact on the margin of safety 
will be minimal and the proposed change 
does not involve a significant reduction in the 
margin of safety. 

The NRC staff has reviewed the 
licensee’s analysis and, based on this 
review, it appears that the three 
standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) are 
satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff 
proposes to determine that the 
amendment request involves no 
significant hazards consideration. 

The Commission is seeking public 
comments on this proposed 
determination. Any comments received 
within fifteen (15) days after the date of 
publication of this notice will be 
considered in making any final 
determination. The Commission will not 
normally make a Final determination 
unless it receives a request for a 
hearing. 

Written comments may be submitted 
by mail to the Regulatory Publications 
Branch. Division of Freedom of 
Information and Publications Services, 
Office of Administration, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission. Washington. 

DC 20555. and should cite the 
publication date and page number of 
this Federal Register notice. Written 
comments may also be delivered to 
room P-223, Phillips Building, 7920 
Norfolk Avenue, Bethesda. Maryland, 
from 7:30 a.m. to 4:15 p.m. Copies of 
written comments received may be 
examined at the NRC Public Document 
Room, the Celman Building. 2120 L 
Street. NW.. Washington. DC 20555. The 
Filing of requests for hearing and 


petitions for leave to intervene is 
discussed below. 

By March 30,1992, the licensee may 
file a request for a hearing with respect 
to issuance of the amendment to the 
subject facility operating license and 
any person whose interest may be 
affected by this proceeding and who 
wishes to participate as a party in the 
proceeding must File a written request 
for a hearing and a petition for leave to 
intervene. Requests for a hearing and a 
petition for leave to intervene shall be 
filed in accordance with the 
Commission's "Rules of Practice for 
Domestic Licensing Proceedings” in 10 
CFR part 2. Interested persons should 
consult a current copy of 10 CFR 2.714 
which is available at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, the Gelman 
Building, 2120 L Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20555 and at the local 
public document room located at the 
Hartsviile Memorial Library, Home and 
Fifth Avenues, Hartsviile, South 
Carolina 29535. 

If a request for a hearing or petition 
for leave to intervene is Filed by the 
above date, the Commission or an 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
Panel, designated by the Commission or 
by the Chairman of the Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Board Panel, will rule on 
the request and/or petition; and the 
Secretary or the designated Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Board Panel will 
issue a notice of hearing or an 
appropriate order. 

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a 
petition for leave to intervene shall set 
forth with particularity the interest of 
the petitioner in the proceeding, and 
how that interest may be affected by the 
results of the proceeding. The petition 
should specifically explain the reasons 
why intervention should be permitted 
with particular reference to the 
following factors: (1) The nature of the 
petitioner’s right under the Act to be 
made a party to the proceeding; (2) the 
nature and extent of the petitioner’s 
property, financial, or other interest in 
the proceeding; and (3) the possible 
effect of any order which may be 
entered in the proceeding on the 
petitioner’s interest. The petition should 
also identify the speciFic aspect(s) of the 
subject matter of the proceeding as to 
which petitioner wishes to intervene. 
Any person who has filed a petition for 
leave to intervene or who has been 
admitted as a party may amend the 
petition without requesting leave of the 
Board up to fifteen (15) days prior to the 
First prehearing conference scheduled in 
the proceeding, but such an amended 
petition must satisfy the speciFicity 
requirements described above. 


Not later than fifteen (15) days prior to 
the first prehearing conference 
scheduled in the proceeding, a petitioner 
shall File a supplement to the petition to 
intervene which must include a list of 
the contentions which are sought to be 
litigated in the matter. Each contention 
mu9t consist of a specific statement of 
the issue of law or fact to be raised or 
controverted. In addition, the petitioner 
shall provide a brief explanation of the 
bases of the contention and a concise 
statement of the alleged facts or expert 
opinion which support the contention 
and on which the petitioner intends to 
rely in proving the contention at the 
hearing. The petitioner must also 
provide references to those specific 
sources and documents of which the 
petitioner is aware and on which the 
petitioner intends to rely to establish 
those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner 
must provide sufficient information to 
show that a genuine dispute exists with 
the applicant on a material issue of law 
or fact. Contentions shall be limited to 
matters within the scope of the 
amendment under consideration. The 
contention must be one which, if proven, 
would entitle the petitioner to relief. A 
petitioner who fails to File such a 
supplement which satisfies these 
requirements with respect to at least one 
contention will not be permitted to 
participate as a party. 

Those permitted to intervene become 
parties to the proceeding, subject to any 
limitations in the order granting leave to 
intervene, and have the opportunity to 
participate fully in the conduct of the 
hearing, including the opportunity to 
present evidence and cross-examine 
witnesses. 

If the amendment is issued before the 
expiration of 30 days, the Commission 
will make a final determination on the 
issue of no significant hazards 
consideration. If a hearing is requested, 
the final determination will serve to 
decide when the hearing is held. 

If the final determination is that the 
amendment request involves no 
significant hazards consideration, the 
Commission may issue the amendment 
and make it immediately effective, 
notwithstanding the request for a 
hearing. Any hearing held would take 
place after issuance of the amendment. 

If the final determination is that the 
amendment request involves a 
significant hazards consideration, any 
hearing held would take place before 
the issuance of any amendment. 

Normally, the Commission will not 
issue the amendment until the 
expiration of the 15-day notice period. 
However, should circumstances change 
during the notice period, such that 
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failure to act in a timely way would 
result, for example, in derating or 
shutdown of the facility, the 
Commission may issue the license 
amendment before the expiration of the 
15-day notice period, provided that its 
final determination is that the 
amendment involves no significant 
hazards consideration. The final 
determination will consider all public 
and State comments received. Should 
the Commission take this action, it will 
publish in the Federal Register a notice 
of issuance. The Commission expects 
that the need to take this action will 
occur very infrequently. 

A request for a hearing or a petition 
for leave to intervene must be filed with 
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555, Attention: 
Docketing and Services Branch, or may 
be delivered to the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, the Gelman Building, 
2120 L Street, NW., Washington, DC 
20555, by the above date. Where 
petitions are filed during the last ten (10) 
days of the notice period, it is requested 
that the petitioner promptly so inform 
the Commission by a toll-free telephone 
call to Western Union at l-{800) 325- 
6000 (in Missouri l-(800) 342-6700). The 
Western Union operator should be given 
Datagram Identification Number 3737 
and the following message addressed to 
Elinor G. Adensam: Petitioner’s name 
and telephone number, date petition 
was mailed; plant name; and publication 
date and page number of this Federal 
Register notice. A copy of the petition 
should also be sent to the Office of the 
General Counsel, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission. Washington, 

DC 20555, and to R.E. Jone 9 , General 
Counsel, Carolina Power & Light 
Company, P.O. Box 1551, Raleigh, North 
Carolina 27602, attorney for the licensee. 

Nontimely filings of petitions for leave 
to intervene, amended petitions, 
supplemental petitions and/or requests 
for hearing will not be entertained 
absent a determination by the 
Commission, the presiding officer or the 
presiding Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board Panel that the petition and/or 
request should be granted based upon 
balancing of the factors specified in 10 
CFR 2.714(a)(l)(i)-(v) and 2.714(d). 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see the application for 
amendment dated March 6,1992, which 
is available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s Ptiblic Document Room, 
the Gelman Building, 2120 L Street, NW., 
Washington. DC 20555, and at the local 
public document room, located at 
Hartsville Memorial Library, Home and 


Fifth Avenues, Hartsville, South 
Carolina 29535. 

Dated at Rockville. Maryland. thi9 10th day 
of March 1992. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 

George F. Wunder, 

Acting Project Manager, Project Directorate 
//-/, Division of Reactor Projects — l/ll Office 
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation. 

[FR Doc. 92-6057 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 amj 

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 50-2671 

Public Service Co. of Colorado; 
Consideration of Issuance of Orders 
Authorizing Decommissioning of Fort 
St. Vrain Nuclear Generating Station 
and Termination of Possession Only 
License 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commission) is 
considering issuance of an order to 
authorize Public Service Company of 
Colorado (PSC) to decommission the 
Fort St. Vrain Nuclear generating 
Station (FSV) and subsequently an order 
to terminate Possession Only License 
No. DPR-34. This action is in response 
to PSC’s application dated November 5, 
1990, as revised December 17 and 21, 

1990. January 14,1991, April 15 and 26, 

1991, May 15,1991, June 6 and 17.1991, 
July 1,1991, August 28 and 30.1991. 
November 15,1991, December 6,1991, 
and January 9,1992. 

The proposed FSV Decommissioning 
Plan involves prompt decontamination 
of FSV and removal of radioactive 
components (DECON option) and a 
revision to the Technical Specifications 
(TS) to be consistent with the plan. The 
first order would be issued following the 
Commission’s review and approval of 
PSC’s detailed plan for decommissioning 
of FSV and the related TS revision. It 
would amend the FSV operating license 
to allow implementation of the FSV 
Decommissioning Plan and would also 
revise the TS. Following completion of 
FSV decommissioning and verification 
by the Commission that acceptable 
radioactive contamination levels had 
been achieved, the Commission would 
issue a second order terminating 
Possession Only License No. DPR-34 
and any further NRC jurisdiction over 
the FSV 10 CFR Part 50 reactor facility. 
Before issuance of each order, the 
Commission will have made the findings 
required by the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
Commission’s regulations. 


By April 13,1992, the licensee may file 
a request for a hearing with respect to 
issuance of the subject Orders and any 
person whose interest may be affected 
by this proceeding and who wishes to 
participate as a party in the proceeding 
must file a written request for a hearing 
and a petition for leave to intervene. 
Requests for a hearing and petitions for 
leave to intervene shall be filed in 
accordance with the Commission’s 
’’Rules of Practice for Domestic 
Licensing Proceedings” on 10 CFR part 
2. Interested persons should consult a 
current copy of 10 CFR 2.714 which is 
available at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, the Gelman Building, 
2120 L Street NW., Washington, DC 
20555, and at the Local Public Document 
Room located at the Greeley Public 
Library. City Complex Building, Greeley, 
Colorado 80631. If a request for a 
hearing or petition for leave to intervene 
is filed by the above date, the 
Commission or an Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Board Panel, designated by 
the Commission or by the Chairman of 
the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
Panel, will rule on the request and/or 
petition and the Secretary or the 
designated Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board Panel will issue a notice of 
hearing or an appropriate order. 

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a 
petition for leave to intervene shall set 
forth with particularity the interest of 
the petitioner in the proceeding, and 
how that interest may be affected by the 
results of the proceeding. The petition 
should specifically explain the reasons 
why intervention should be permitted 
with particular reference to the 
following factors: (1) The nature of the 
petitioner’s right under the Act to be 
made a party to the proceeding; (2) the 
nature and extent of the petitioner’s 
property, financial, or other interest in 
the proceeding; and (3) the possible 
effect of any order which may be 
entered in the proceeding on the 
petitioner's interest. The petition should 
also identify the specific! aspect(s) of the 
subject matter of the proceeding as to 
which petitioner wishes to intervene. 
Any person who has filed a petition for 
leave to intervene or who had been 
admitted as a party may amend the 
petition without requesting leave of the 
Board up to fifteen (15) days prior to the 
first prehearing conference scheduled in 
the proceeding, but such an amended 
petition must satisfy the specificity 
requirements described above. 

Not later than fifteen (15) days prior to 
the first prehearing conference 
scheduled in the proceeding, a petitioner 
shall file a supplement to the petition to 
intervene which must include a list of 
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the contentions which are sought to be 
litigated in the matter. Each contention 
must consist of a specific statement of 
the issue of law or fact to be raised or 
controverted. In addition, the petitioner 
shall provide a brief explanation of the 
bases of the contention and concise 
statement of the alleged facts or expert 
opinion which support the contention 
and on which the petitioner intends to 
rely in proving the contention at the 
hearing. The petitioner must also 
provide references to those specific 
sources and documents of which the 
petitioner is aware and on which the 
petitioner intends to rely to establish 
those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner 
must provide sufficient information to 
show that a genuine dispute exists with 
the applicant on a material issue of law 
or fact. Contentions shall be limited to 
matters within the scope of the orders 
under consideration. The contention 
must be one which, if proven, would 
entitle the petitioner to relief. A 
petitioner who fails to file such a 
supplement which satisfies these 
requirements with respect to at least one 
contention will not be permitted to 
participate as a party. 

Those permitted to intervene become 
parties to the proceeding, subject to any 
limitations in the order granting leave to 
intervene, and have the opportunity to 
participate fully in the conduct of the 
hearing, including the opportunity to 
present evidence and cross-examine 
witnesses. 

A request for a hearing or a petition 
for leave to intervene must be filed with 
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555, Attention: 
Docketing and Services Branch, or may 
be delivered to the Commission's Public 
Document Room, the Gelman Building, 
2120 L Street NW., Washington, DC 
20555, by the above date. Where 
petitions are filed during the last ten (10) 
days of the notice period, it is requested 
that the petitioner promptly so inform 
the Commission by a toll-free telephone 
call to Western Union at l-{800) 325- 
6000 (in Missouri 1-{0OO) 342-6700). The 
Western Union operator should be given 
Datagram Identification Number 3737 
and the following message addressed to 
Seymour H. Weiss: Petitioner’s name 
and telephone number: date petition 
was mailed; Public Service Company of 
Colorado; and publication date and page 
number of this Federal Register notice. 

A copy of the petition should also be 
sent to the Office of the General 
Counsel, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, DC 20555, 
and to Mr.). K. Tarpey, Public Service 
Company Building, room 900, 550 15th 


Street, Denver, Colorado 80202. attorney 
for licensee. 

Nontimely filings of petitions for leave 
to intervene, amended petitions, 
supplemental petitions and/or requests 
for hearing will not be entertained 
absent a determination by the 
Commission, the presiding officer or the 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
Panel that the petition and/or request 
should be granted based upon a 
balancing of the factors specified in 10 
CFR 2.714(a)(l)(iHv) and 2.714(d). 

If a request for a hearing is received, 
the Commission’s staff may issue the 
amendment after it completes its 
technical review and prior to the 
completion of any required hearing if it 
publishes a further notice for public 
comment of its proposed finding of no 
significant hazards consideration in 
accordance with 10 CFR 50.91 and 50.92. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see the licensee’s application 
dated November 5,1990 as revised, 
which is available for public inspection 
at the Commission’s Public Document 
Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L 
Street. NW., Washington, DC 20555 and 
at the Greeley Public Library. City 
Complex Building, Greeley, Colorado 
80631. 

Dated at Rockville. Maryland, this 6th day 
of March 1992. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Seymour H. Weiss, 

Director. Non-Power Reactors. 
Decommissioning and En vironmentul Project 
Directorate. Division of Advanced Reactors 
and Special Projects, Office of Nuclear 
Reactor Regulation. 

(FR Doc. 92-5943 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 amj 

BILLING CODE 75KWJ1-N 


[Docket No. 50-445] 

TU Electric Company; Consideration of 
Issuance of Amendment to Facility 
Operating License, Proposed no 
Significant Hazards Consideration 
Determination, and Opportunity for 
Hearing 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commission) is 
considering issuance of an amendment 
to Facility Operating License No. NPF- 
87 issued to TU Electric Company (the 
licensee) for operation of the Comanche 
Peak Steam Electric Station. Unit 1. 
(CPSES) located in Somervell County, 
Texas. 

The proposed amendment would 
revise the CPSES Technical 
Specifications (TS) by removing the 
Boron Dilution Mitigation System 
(BDMS) from the TS. 


Before issuance of the proposed 
license amendment, the Commission 
will have made findings required by the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 
(the Act) and the Commission’s 
regulations. 

The Commission has made a proposed 
determination that the amendment 
request involves no significant hazards 
consideration. Under the Commission’s 
regulations in 10 CFR 50.92. this means 
that operation of the facility in 
accordance with the proposed 
amendment would not (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident form 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. As required by 10 CFR 
50.91(a), the licensee has provided its 
analysis of the issue of no significant 
hazards consideration, which is 
presented below: 

(1) The proposed change does not 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of 
accidents previously evaluated. 

The CPSES Unit 1 safety analyses 
were reviewed to determine the impact 
of removing the surveillance 
requirements and actions related to the 
BDMS from the CPSES Unit 1 Technical 
Specifications. This review concluded 
that the proposed changes to the CPSES 
Unit 1 Technical Specifications do not 
affect the failure scenarios leading to an 
inadvertent boron dilution event, but 
instead affect the transient response for 
an inadvertent boron dilution event 
initiated from MODE 3, 4, or 5. 
Furthermore, no additional failure 
scenario were identified that result in an 
inadvertent boron dilution event. 
Therefore, the probability of initiating 
an inadvertent boron dilution event is 
unaffected by the proposed changes. 

The consequences of an inadvertent 
boron dilution event initiated from 
MODE 3, 4, or 5 are not increased by the 
proposed Technical Specification 
changes. These analyses provide 
reasonable confidence that the reactor 
operators have sufficient time to identify 
and mitigate an inadvertent boron 
dilution event prior to a return to 
critical. In addition, the inadvertent 
boron dilution event has been analyzed 
by both Westinghouse and the NRC. The 
results of these analyses have concluded 
that the consequences of an inadvertent 
boron dilution event are not severe 
enough to jeopardize the health and 
safety of the public, i.e., no fuel failure 
or system overpressurization is 
expected following a return to critical. 
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Thus, the proposed Technical 
Specification changes do not involve an 
increase in the probability of 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated. 

(2) The proposed change does not 
create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated. 

The CPSES Unit 1 safety analyses 
were reviewed to determine the impact 
of removing the surveillance 
requirements and actions related to the 
BDMS from the CPSES Unit 1 Technical 
Specifications. This review concluded 
that the proposed changes to the CPSES 
Unit 1 Technical Specifications affect 
only the transient response of an 
inadvertent boron dilution event 
initiated from MODE 3, 4. or 5. This 
review also concluded that the proposed 
changes do not create the possibility of 
an accident that is different than any 
accident previously evaluated. 
Furthermore, the proposed changes do 
not affect any equipment important to 
safety in such a way as to increase the 
probability of a previously evaluated 
malfunction or to create the possibility 
of a malfunction different than 
previously evaluated. 

Therefore, the proposed Technical 
Specification changes do not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated. 

(3) The proposed change does not 
involve significant reductions in the 
margin of safety. 

The CPSES Unit 1 safety analyses 
were reviewed to determine the impact 
of removing the surveillance 
requirements and actions related to the 
BDMS from the CPSES Unit 1 Technical 
Specifications. As described in the 
FSAR and the SER, the margin of safety 
is established by precluding a return to 
critical for a postulated boron dilution 
event initiated from MODE 3, 4. or 5. 

The inadvertent boron dilution event 
has been analyzed for CPSES Unit 1 to 
demonstrate that at least 15 minutes are 
available, from the initiation of the 
event, for the reactor operators to detect 
and mitigate an inadvertent boron 
dilution during MODE 3, 4, or 5. These 
analyses incorporate CPSES Unit 1 
plant-specific requirements for available 
shutdown margin and administrative 
procedures to restrict the maximum 
dilution flow rate. Conservative 
assumptions with respect to active RCS 
volume for dilution, boron worth, and 
critical boron concentration are also 
incorporated into the analyses. These 
analyses provide reasonable confidence 
that the reactor operators have 
sufficient time to identify and mitigate 
an inadvertent boron dilution event. In 


addition. TU Electric will continue to 
implement controls equivalent to 
existing procedures, operator guidelines, 
and surveillance requirements for the 
BDMS and associated circuitry and 
subsystems. The use of the BDMS during 
CPSES Unit 1 operation provides 
additional assurance that an inadvertent 
boron dilution event will be detected 
and mitigated. 

In addition, analyses of the 
inadvertent boron dilution event have 
been conducted by both Westinghouse 
and the NRC. These analyses have 
concluded that the consequences of an 
inadvertent boron dilution event are not 
severe enough to jeopardize the health 
and safety of the public, i.e., no fuel 
failures or system overpressurization is 
expected following a return to critical. 

Due to the increased reliance on 
operator action the proposed change 
results in a reduction in the margin on 
safety. However, based on the analyses 
above and the controls established by 
TU Electric, it is concluded that the 
reduction in margin of safety is not 
significant. 

The NRC staff has reviewed the 
licensee’s analysis and, based on this 
review, it appears that the three 
standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) are 
satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff 
proposes to determine that the 
amendment request involves no 
significant hazards consideration. 

The Commission is seeking public 
comments on this proposed 
determination. Any comments received 
within thirty (30) days after the date of 
publication of this notice will be 
considered in making any final 
determination. The Commission will not 
normally make a final determination 
unless it receives a request for a 
hearing. 

Written comments may be submitted 
by mail to the Regulatory Publications 
Branch, Division of Freedom of 
Information and Publications Services, 
Office of Administration, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 

DC 20555. and should cite the 
publication date and page number of 
this Federal Register notice. Written 
comments may also be delivered to 
Room P-223. Phillips Building. 7920 
Norfolk Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland, 
from 7:30 a.m. to 4:15 p.m. Copies of 
written comments received may be 
examined at the NRC Public Document 
Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L 
Street, NW., Washington. DC 20555. The 
filing of requests for hearing and 
petitions for leave to intervene is 
discussed below. 

By April 13.1992, the licensee may file 
a request for a hearing with respect to 
issuance of the amendment to the 


subject facility operating license and 
any person w'hose interest may be 
affected by this proceeding and who 
wishes to participate as a party in the 
proceeding must file a written request 
for a hearing and a petition for leave to 
intervene. Requests for a hearing and a 
petition for leave to intervene shall be 
filed in accordance with the 
Commission’s “Rules of Practice for 
Domestic Licensing Proceedings” in 10 
CFR part 2. Interested persons should 
consult a current copy of 10 CFR 2.714 
which is available at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, the Gelman 
Building, 2120 L Street, NW., 

Washington, DC 20555 and at the local 
public document room located at the 
University of Texas at Arlington 
Library, Government Publications/ 

Maps, 701 South Cooper, P.O. Box 19497, 
Arlington. Texas 76019. If a request for a 
hearing or petition for leave to intervene 
is filed by the above date, the 
Commission or an Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Board Panel, designated by 
the Commission or by the chairman of 
the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
Panel, will rule on the request and/or 
petition: and the Secretary or the 
designated Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board Panel will issue a notice of 
hearing or an appropriate order. As 
required by 10 CFR 2.714, a petition for 
leave to intervene shall set forth with 
particularity the interest of the 
petitioner in the proceeding, and how 
that interest may be affected by the 
results of the proceeding. The petition 
should specifically explain the reasons 
why intervention should be permitted 
with particular reference to the 
following factors: (1) The nature of the 
petitioner’s right under the Act to be 
made party to the proceeding; (2) the 
nature and extent of the petitioner s 
property, financial, or other interest in 
the proceeding; and (3) the possible 
effect of any order which may be 
entered in the proceeding on the 
petitioner’s interest. The petition should 
also identify the specific aspect(s) of the 
subject matter of the proceeding as to 
which petitioner wishes to intervene. 
Any person who has filed a petition for 
leave to intervene or who has been 
admitted as a party may amend the 
petition without requesting leave of the 
Board up to fifteen (15) days prior to the 
first prehearing conference scheduled in 
the proceeding, but such an amended 
petition must satisfy the specificity 
requirements described above. 

Not later than fifteen (15) days prior to 
the first prehearing conference 
scheduled in the proceeding, a petitioner 
shall file a supplement to the petition to 
intervene which must include a list of 
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the contentions which are sought to be 
litigated in the matter. Each contention 
must consist of a specific statement of 
the issue of law or fact to be raised or 
controverted. In addition, the petitioner 
shall provide a brief explanation of the 
bases of the contention and a concise 
statement of the alleged facts or expert 
opinion which support the contention 
and on which the petitioner intends to 
rely in proving the contention at the 
hearing. The petitioner must also 
provide references to those specific 
sources and documents of which the 
petitioner is aware and on which the 
petitioner intends to rely to establish 
those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner 
must provide sufficient information to 
show that a genuine dispute exists with 
the applicant on a material issue of law 
or fact. Contentions shall be limited to 
matters within the scope of the 
amendment under consideration. The 
contention must be one which, if proven, 
would entitle the petitioner to relief. A 
petitioner who fails to File such a 
supplement which satisfies these 
requirements with respect to at least one 
contention will not be permitted to 
participate as a party. 

Those permitted to intervene become 
parties to the proceeding, subject to any 
limitations in the order granting leave to 
intervene, and have the opportunity to 
participate fully in the conduct of the 
hearing, including the opportunity to 
present evidence and cross-examine 
witnesses. 

If a hearing is requested, the 
Commission will make a final 
determination on the issue of no 
significant hazards consideration. The 
final determination will serve to decide 
when the hearing is held. 

If the final determination is that the 
amendment request involves no 
significant hazards consideration, the 
Commission may issue the amendment 
and make it immediately effective, 
notwithstanding the request for a 
hearing. Any hearing held would take 
place after issuance of the amendment. 

If the final determination is that the 
amendment request involves a 
significant hazards consideration, any 
hearing held would take place before 
the issuance of any amendment. 

Normally, the Commission will not 
issue the amendment until the 
expiration of the 30-day notice period. 
However, should circumstances change 
during the notice period such that failure 
to act in a timely way would result, for 
example, in derating or shutdown of the 
facility, the Commission may issue the 
license amendment before the 
expiration of the 30-day notice period, 
provided that its Final determination is 
that the amendment involves no 


significant hazards consideration. The 
final determination will consider all 
public and State comments received. 
Should the Commission take this action, 
it will publish in the Federal Register a 
notice of issuance and provide for 
opportunity for a hearing after issuance. 
The Commission expects that the need 
to take this action will occur very 
infrequently. 

A request for a hearing or a petition 
for leave to intervene must be filed with 
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Washington. DC 20555, Attention: 
Docketing and Services Branch, or may 
be delivered to the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, the Gelman Building, 
2120 L Street. NW.. Washington, DC 
20555, by the above date. Where 
petitions are filed during the last ten (10) 
days of the notice period, it is requested 
that the petitioner promptly so inform 
the Commission by a toll-free telephone 
call to Western Union at 1—(800) 325- 
6000 (in Missouri l-(800) 342-6700). The 
Western Union operator should be given 
Datagram Identification Number 3737 
and the following message addressed to 
Suzanne C. Black: petitioner’s name and 
telephone number, date petition was 
mailed, plant name, and publication 
date and page number of this Federal 
Register notice. A copy of the petition 
should also be sent to the Office of the 
General Counsel, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 

DC 20555. and to George L. Edgar, Esq.. 
Newman and Holtzinger, 1615 L Street 
NW., suite 1000, Washington, DC 20036, 
attorney for the licensee. 

Nontimely filings of petitions for leave 
to intervene, amended petitions, 
supplemental petitions and/or requests 
for hearing will not be entertained 
absent a determination by the 
Commission, the presiding office or the 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
Panel that the petition and/or request 
should be granted based upon a 
balancing of the factors specified in 10 
CFR 2.714(a)(l)(i)-(v) and 2.714(d). 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see the application for 
amendment dated February 28,1992, 
which is available for public inspection 
at the Commission's Public Document 
Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L 
Street. NW., Washington, DC 20555 and 
at the local public document room 
located at University of Texas at 
Arlington Library, Government 
Publications/Maps. 701 South Cooper, 
P.O. Box 19497, Arlington, Texas 76019. 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 9th day 
of March 1992. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 

Thomas A. Bergman, 

Project Manager. Project Directorate IV-2. 
Division of Reactor Projects —///// V/ V. 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation. 

[FR Doc. 92-5940 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 7690-01-M 


! Docket No. 30-03255, License 42-00084- 
06, EA 91-096] 

Order Imposing Civil Monetary Penalty 

I 

In the matter of Department of Veterans 
Affairs, Veterans Administration Medical 
Center. Houston. Texas. 

The Department of Veterans Affairs. 
Veterans Administration Medical 
Center (VAMC), Houston, Texas 
(Licensee) is the holder of NRC 
Materials License No. 42-00084-06 
issued by the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRC or Commission) on 
August 27,1986. The license authorizes 
the Licensee to possess a variety of 
radioactive byproduct materials for use 
in medical research, diagnosis and 
therapy in accordance with the 
conditions specified therein. 

II 

An inspection of the Licensee’s 
activities was conducted on June 10-12 
and June 18-20,1991. The results of this 
inspection indicated that the Licensee 
had not conducted its activities in full 
compliance with NRC requirements. A 
written Notice of Violation and 
Proposed Imposition of Civil Penalty 
(Notice) and Confirmatory Order 
Modifying License (Effective 
Immediately) were served upon the 
Licensee by letter dated November 15, 
1991. The Notice stated the nature of the 
violations, the provisions of the NRC’s 
requirements that the Licensee had 
violated, and the amount of the civil 
penalty proposed for the violations. The 
Licensee responded to the Notice in two 
letters dated December 11.1991. In its 
response, the Licensee requested 
mitigation of the proposed penalty 
based on its contention that: (1) Three of 
the violations (F, 1, and L) involved 
procedures not required at the time of 
the inspection; (2) the external audits 
described in the Confirmatory Order 
and internal audits described in the 
VAMC response to the Notice are 
sufficient to attain and maintain 
compliance with NRC requirements: and 
(3) the amount of the civil penalty was 
excessive. 
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III 

After consideration of the Licensee’s 
response and the statements of fact, 
explanation, and arguments for 
mitigation contained therein, the NRC 
staff has determined, as set forth in the 
Appendix to this Order, that the 
violations occurred as stated and that 
the penalty proposed for the violations 
designated in the Notice should be 
imposed by Order. 

IV 

In view of the foregoing and pursuant 
to section 234 of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (Act), 42 U.S.C. 

2282. and 10 CFR 2.205, It Is Hereby 
Ordered That: 

The Licensee pay a civil penalty in the 
amount of $25,000 within 30 days of the 
date of this Order, by check, draft, or 
money order, or electronic transfer, 
payable to the Treasurer of the United 
States and mailed to the Director, Office 
of Enforcement, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Attn: Document Control 
Desk, Washington, DC 20555. 

The Licensee may request a hearing 
within 30 days of the date of this Order. 
A request for a hearing should be clearly 
marked as a “Request for an 
Enforcement Hearing” and shall be 
addressed to the Director, Office of 
Enforcement, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Attn: Document Control 
Desk, Washington, DC 20555. Copies 
also shall be sent to the Assistant 
General Counsel for Hearings and 
Enforcement at the same address and to 
the Regional Administrator, NRC Region 
IV, 811 Ryan Plaza Drive, suite 1000, 
Arlington, Texas 76011. 

If a hearing is requested, the 
Commission will issue an Order 
designating the time and place of the 
hearing. If the Licensee fails to request a 
hearing within 30 days of the date of this 
Order, the provisions of this Order shall 
be effective without further proceedings. 
If payment has not been made by that 
time, the matter may be referred to the 
Attorney General for collection. 

In the event the Licensee requests a 
hearing as provided above, the issues to 
be considered at such hearing shall be: 

(a) Whether the Licensee was in 
violation of the Commission's 
requirements as set forth in Violations F, 
I, and L of the Notice referenced in 
section II above, and 

(b) Whether, on the basis of such 
violations, and the additional violations 
set forth in the Notice which the 
Licensee has admitted, this Order 
should be sustained. 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 4th day 
of March 1992. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Hugh L. Thompson Jr., 

Deputy Executive Director for Nuclear 
Materials Safety, Safeguards and Operations 
Support. 

Appendix—Evaluations and 
Conclusions 

On November 15,1991, a Notice of 
Violation and Proposed Imposition of 
Civil Penalty (Notice) and Confirmatory 
Order were issued for violations 
identified during an NRC inspection. 

The licensee responded to the Notice on 
December 11,1991. The licensee 
admitted all the violations with the 
exception of Violations F, l and L, 
argued that the Confirmatory Order was 
sufficient to attain and maintain 
compliance, and requested mitigation of 
the civil penalty. The NRC’s evaluation 
and conclusion regarding the licensee’s 
request are as follows: 

Restatement of Violations 

A. License Condition 20 requires, in 
part, that licensed material be possessed 
and used in accordance with statements, 
representations, and procedures 
contained in the application dated May 
22,1985, and letter dated August 20, 

1980. 

1. Item 23.D.3(d) of the application 
dated May 22,1985, specifies that a 
bioassay will be performed within 2 
weeks of the last possible exposure to 
(volatile) 1-125 or 1-131 when operations 
(in research areas) are being 
discontinued or when the worker is 
terminating activities with potential 
exposure to radioiodine. 

Contrary to the above, the licensee 
failed to perform a bioassay for an 
individual within 2 weeks of the 
individual’s last exposure to (volatile) I- 
125 and 1-131, at which time the worker 
had terminated activities involving the 
use of radioiodine. Specifically, the 
individual had last worked with 
millicurie quantities of liquid 
radioiodine at the licensee's facility in 
August 1990, and a bioassay was not 
performed until March 31,1991. 

2. Item 8 of the letter dated August 20, 
1988, specifies, in part, that for 
bioassays, the radiation safety officer 
(RSO) will perform the counting and 
calculations necessary to determine the 
amount of activity present in the person. 

Contrary to the above, as of June 20, 
1991, the RSO had failed to perform the 
calculations necessary to determine the 
activity present in individuals for whom 
bioassays were performed. Specifically, 
the bioassays performed during the 
period from January 1990 to June 1991 
for individuals working in nuclear 
medicine consisted of a thyroid count 
using a scintillation detection system, 


but did not include the calculations 
necessary to determine and evaluate the 
activity present in the individuals’ 
thyroid glands. 

3. Item 21.B.1 of the application dated 
May 22,1985, specifies that xenon-133 
will be stored in a RADX Corp. “Xenon- 
Kow IT located in the fume hood in 
room 747A of Building 1 A. 

Contrary to the above, the licensee 
did not limit the storage of xenon-133 to 
the RADX Corp. "Xenon-Kow II” within 
the designated fume hood in Room 747A 
of Building 1A. but also stored xenon- 
133 in Room B-ll of Building 26D on 
numerous occasions from January 1990 
to June 1991. 

This is a repeat violation. 

4. Item 7.B(.3) of the application dated 
May 22,1985, specifies that the radiation 
safety committee (RSC) will review the 
training and experience of users of 
radioactive material and determine that 
their qualifications are sufficient to 
enable them to perform their duties 
safely and in accordance with Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission regulations and 
the conditions of the license. 

Contrary to the above, the RSC had 
not reviewed a physician user s training 
and experience prior to the individual's 
use of gold-198 brachytherapy sources 
for patient treatments during December 
1989 and February 1990. 

5. Item 3 of the letter dated August 2a 
1988, specifies, in part, that all 
radioactive material ordered by the 

V. A. Medical Center is ordered through 
the RSO who insures thut the individual 
ordering the material is approved for the 
activity being ordered and that the 
activity ordered does not exceed the 
individual’s possession limit. 

Contrary to the above, as of June 20, 
1991, the RSO had failed to insure that 
an individual who ordered xenon-133 in 
curie quantities was approved for the 
activity ordered and that the activity 
ordered did not exceed the individual's 
possession limit. Specifically, the 
individual ordered and received 3-4 
vials of xenon-133 containing 1 curie 
each per month over several years, 
although the individual was only 
approved by the RSC for maximum 
possession limit of 400 millicuries. 

6. Item 1 of the letter dated August 20, 
1986, describes the conditions required 
for radionuclide use requests and 
approval by the RSC. Item l.B specifies, 
in part, that the procurement of all 
radioactive material must be approved 
by the Radionuclide Use Subcommittee 
(RUS) of the RSC. 

Contrary to the above, from January 
10,1990, to June 20,1991, the RUS and 
RSC failed to approve an individual's 
procurement of radioactive material. 
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Specifically, the individual had procured 
microcurie quantities of hydrogen-3, a 
material that the individual had not 
been approved to use or procure. 

7. Items 22.B.3 and 22.B.4 of the 
application dated May 22.1985, specify, 
in part, that contaminated (animal) 
carcasses will be placed in labeled 
plastic bags and stored in labeled 
radioactive waste drums specifically 
(designed] for biological waste, and the 
drums will be turned over to the 
appropriate commercial firm for 
disposal. 

Contrary to the above, during the 
week of May 27,1991. the licensee failed 
to place four contaminated animal 
carcasses, containing approximately 1 
millicurie total of cerium-141, strontium- 
85, scandium-46, and chromium-51, in a 
waste drum specified for radioactive 
biologic waste and to transfer the 
carcasses to a commercial firm for 
disposal. The carcasses were instead 
incinerated at the licensee's facility on 
May 30.1991. 

8. Item 15.H of the application dated 
May 22.1985. specifies, in part, that the 
immediate areas, e.g., hoods, benches, 
etc., in which radioactive materials are 
used will be checked at least daily for 
contamination; that a log record will be 
maintained of these survey results 
which are entirely negative; and that 
any contamination observed will be 
clearly marked and the RSO notified. 

Contrary to the above, from January 
10,1990, to June 20,1991, the licensee 
failed to check at least daily for 
contamination in all laboratory areas 
where radioactive material was used, 
and failed to maintain a record of 
survey results for laboratory areas 
which were surveyed daily. Specifically, 
surveys were not conducted in Rooms 
212 and 212A on each day of use, and 
records were not maintained for surveys 
conducted in rooms 116,118, and 119. 

9. Item 15.M of the application dated 
May 22,1985. specifies, in part, that 
users will perform decontamination 
procedures when necessary. Item 15.R 
specifies, in part, that if contamination 
exceeds a level of 200 disintegrations 
per minute (dpm) per 100 square 
centimeters, decontamination will be 
done. 

Contrary to the above, from January 
10,1990 to June 20.1991, users of 
radioactive material had failed to 
routinely perform decontamination 
procedures when levels of 
contamination from phosphorus-32 
exceeded 200 dpm per 100 square 
centimeters in room 207A, a research 
area. 

10. Item 15.R of the application dated 
May 22.1985, specifies, in part, that 
periodic surveys will be conducted 


monthly in areas where less than 200 
microcuries of radioactive material are 
used and weekly in all other lab areas. 
Weekly and monthly surveys will 
consist of a measurement of radiation 
levels with a survey meter and a series 
of smear tests to measure contamination 
levels. 

Contrary to the above, from December 
1990 to June 1991, the licensee failed to 
conduct monthly surveys in laboratory 
areas where less than 200 microcuries of 
radioactive material were used, and 
failed to conduct weekly surveys in 
other laboratory areas where greater 
than 200 microcuries of radioactive 
material were used. Specifically, room 
225, where less than 200 microcuries of 
phosphorus-32 were used, was not 
surveyed monthly between December 
1990 and June 1991. Additionally, rooms 
116,118. and 119, were quantities in 
excess of 200 microcuries of 
phosphorus-32 were used, were not 
surveyed weekly between January and 
June 1991. 

This is a repeat violation. 

B. 10 CFR 20.201(b) requires that each 
licensee make such surveys as may be 
necessary to comply with the 
requirements of part 20 and which are 
reasonable under the circumstances to 
evaluate the extent of radiation hazards 
that may be present. As defined in 10 
CFR 20.201(a), "survey" means an 
evaluation of the radiation hazards 
incident to the production, use. release, 
disposal, or presence of radioactive 
materials or other sources of radiation 
under a specific set of conditions. 

10 CFR 20.202(a)(1) requires that each 
licensee supply appropriate personnel 
monitoring equipment to, and require 
the use of such equipment by, each 
individual who enters a restricted area 
under such circumstances that he 
receives, or is likely to receive, a dose in 
any calendar quarter in excess of 25 
percent of the applicable value specified 
in 10 CFR 20.101(a). 

10 CFR 20.101(a) requires that the 
license limit the whole body and 
extremity radiation dose of an 
individual in a restricted area to 1.25 
and 18.75 rems per calendar quarter, 
respectively. 

Contrary to the above, as of June 20, 
1991, the licensee did not make surveys 
to assure compliance with that part of 10 
CFR 20.101 that limits the radiation 
exposure to the whole body and 
extremities, and did not provide 
personnel monitoring equipment to each 
individual who entered a restricted area 
under circumstances such that they 
were likely to receive a dose in any 
calendar quarter in excess of 25 percent 
of the applicable values specified in 10 
CFR 20.101(a). Specifically, the licensee 


failed to evaluate exposures for, or issue 
monitoring equipment to: (1) Two 
physicians who had physically 
implanted brachytherapy sources during 
patient treatments completed in 
December 1989 and February 1990. and 
(2) nuclear medicine technology 
students who physically withdrew and 
administered radiopharmaceutical doses 
during 1990. The licensee also failed to 
evaluate an exposure received by an 
individual during the fourth quarter of 

1990. a period when the individual’s 
monitoring badge was determined to 
have been overexposed while not in use. 

This is a repeat violation. 

C. 10 CFR 35.315(a)(8) requires, in 
part, that a licensee measure the thyroid 
burden of each individual who helped 
prepare or administer dosages of iodine- 
131 in amounts that required the patient 
to be hospitalized for compliance with 
10 CFR 35.75, and that the 
measurements be performed within 3 
days after the administration of the 
dosage. 

Contrary to the above, on September 
12, and October 18,1990. the licensee 
administered to two patients 
approximately 100 millicuries each of 
iodine-131 (in liquid form), dosages 
which required hospitalization for 
compliance with 10 CFR 35.75, and the 
licensee did not measure the thyroid 
burden of the nuclear medicine 
technologists and physicians who 
helped prepare and administer the 
dosages until September 17 and October 
23.1990. respectively, periods in excess 
of 3 days. 

D 10 CFR 20.401(c)(1) requires, in 
part, that records of bioassays made 
pursuant to 10 CFR 20.108 be preserved 
until the Commission authorizes 
disposition. 10 CFR 20.108 states that 
where necessary' or desirable in order to 
aid in determining the extent of an 
individual’s exposure to concentrations 
of radioactive material, the Commission 
may incorporate appropriate provisions 
in any license directing the licensee to 
make available to the individual 
appropriate bioassay services. Item 23 
of the license application dated May 22. 
1985. describes the licensee’s bioassay 
procedures. 

Contrary' to the above, as of June 20, 

1991, records of bioassays made 
pursuant to the conditions of the license 
for bioassays performed during the third 
quarter of 1990 were not preserved. 
Specifically, records regarding routine 
bioassays for certain individuals in the 
research staff were not kept, although 
the NRC had not authorized their 
disposition. 

E. 10 CFR 35.70(a) requires that a 
licensee survey with a radiation 
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detection survey instrument at the end 
of each day of use all areas where 
radiopharmaceuticals are routinely 
prepared for use or administered. 

Contrary to the above, (1) from 
January 1990 to June 1991, the licensee 
failed to survey with a radiation 
detection instrument at the end of each 
day of use imaging rooms within the 
nuclear medicine department where 
radiopharmaceuticals were routinely 
administered; and (2) from April to June 
1991, the licensee failed to survey with a 
radiation detection instrument at the 
end of each day of use the nuclear 
medicine hot lab where 
radiopharmaceuticals were routinely 
prepared. 

F. 10 CFR 35.70(h) requires, in part, 
that a licensee retain a record of each 
survey required by 10 CFR 35.70(e). The 
record must include, among other items, 
the removable contamination in each 
area expressed in disintegrations per 
minute per 100 square centimeters. 

10 CFR 35.70(e) requires that a 
licensee survey for removable 
contamination once each week all areas 
here radiopharmaceuticals are routinely 
prepared for use, administered, or 
stored. 

Contrary to the above, from April 1991 
to June 1991, the licensee did not include 
in records of removable contamination 
surveys conducted in areas where 
radiopharmaceuticals were routinely 
prepared for use and administered, the 
removable contamination in each area 
expressed in disintegrations per minute 
per 100 square centimeters. 

This is a repeat violation. 

G. 10 CFR 35.50(c) requires a licensee 
to perform appropriate checks for 
constancy and tests for accuracy, 
linearity, and geometry dependence 
required by 10 CFR 35.50(b) following 
adjustments or repair of the dose 
calibrator. 

Contrary to the above, following the 
repair of the RADX Assayer I dose 
calibrator in March and April 1991, the 
licensee did not perform a test for 
geometry dependence, and such test 
was appropriate due to the nature of the 
repair. The licensee had used the dose 
calibrator to measure patient 
radiopharmaceutical doses form April to 
June 1991. 

H. 10 CFR 35.51(a)(3) requires that a 
licensee conspicuously note the 
apparent exposure rate from a dedicated 
check source, as determined at the time 
of calibration, and the date of 
calibration on any survey instrument 
used to show compliance with 10 CFR 
part 35. 

10 CFR 35.51(c) requires, in part, that a 
licensee check each survey instrument 


for proper operation with the dedicated 
check source each day of use. 

Contrary to the above, from February 
to June 20.1991, the licensee did not 
conspicuously note on a Ludlum Model 
14C survey instrument (Serial No. 81934) 
used to show compliance with 10 CFR 
Part 35, the apparent exposure rate from 
a dedicated check source as determined 
at the time of calibration, and the date 
of calibration; and from February to 
June 20.1991, the licensee routinely did 
not check its survey instrument with a 
dedicated check source on days when 
the instrument was used. Specifically, 
the licensee had used the survey 
instrument for routine surveys in the 
nuclear medicine department from 
February to June 1991. 

This is a repeat violation. 

I. 10 CFR 35.205(e) requires, in part, 
that a licensee check each month the 
operation of reusable collection systems 
for radioactive gases. 

Contrary to the above, the licensee 
used two reusable collection systems for 
radioactive xenon-133 gas and did not 
check the operation of the collection 
systems from January 1990 to June 1991. 

J. 10 CFR 35.59(g) requires, in part, 
that a licensee in possession of a sealed 
source or brachytherapy source shall 
conduct a quarterly physical inventory 
of all such sources in its possession. 

Contrary to the above, the licensee 
did not conduct a physical inventory of 
three sealed sources containing cesium- 
137, iodine-125, and iodine-129 (Serial 
Nos. 052, 524927, and 222032179A, 
respectively) from January 10.1990, to 
June 20,1991, a period in excess of a 
calendar quarter. 

This is a repeat violation. 

K. 10 CFR 30.51(a) requires that each 
licensee keep records showing the 
receipt, transfer, and disposal of 
byproduct material. 

Contrary to the above, as of June 20, 
1991. the licensee did not keep records 
of the disposal of byproduct material. 
Specifically, no records were kept for 
the disposal of hydrogen-3 and iodine- 
125 via the sanitary sewerage system 
within the nuclear medicine R1A lab. 

L 10 CFR 35.92(b) requires that a 
licensee retain for 3 years a record of 
each disposal of byproduct material 
permitted under 10 CFR 35.92(a), and 
that the record include the date of the 
disposal, the date on which the 
byproduct material was placed in 
storage, the radionuclides disposed, the 
survey instrument used, the background 
dose rate, the dose rate measured at the 
surface of each waste container, and the 
name of the individual who performed 
the disposal. 

Contrary to the above, from January 
1990 to June 1991, the licensee’s records 


of disposal of byproduct material 
permitted under 10 CFR 35.92(a) did not 
include the date on which the byproduct 
material was placed in storage. 

M. 10 CFR 20.403(b) requires, in part, 
that each licensee shall within 24 hours 
of discovery of the event, report any 
event involving licensed material 
possessed by the licensee that may have 
caused or threatens to cause (1) a loss of 
1 day or more of the operation of any 
facilities affected or (2) damage to 
property in excess of $2,000. 

Contrary to the above, the licensee 
failed to report within 24 hours of 
discovery an event of May 30.1991, 
involving licensed material which 
resulted in the loss of more than 10 days 
of operation of an incinerator at the 
licensee’s facility, and damage which 
required decontamination of the 
incinerator assessed at $6,000.00. 
Specifically, the licensee incinerated 
animal carcasses containing licensed 
material on May 30,1991, and the 
incinerator was not decontaminated and 
returned to operation until June 13,1991 

Summary of Licensee s Response to 
Violations F, /. and L 

The Licensee contended that three 
violations—Violations F, 1 and L in the 
Notice—were invalid. In each case, the 
Licensee argued that the license that 
was in effect during the inspection 
period did not require the Licensee to 
meet the specific 10 CFR part 35 
requirement that was cited. The license 
in effect at the time of the inspection 
was issued on August 27.1986, prior to 
the issuance of the subject requirements 
in 10 CFR part 35 that became effective 
on April 1.1987. The Licensee relies 
upon their interpretation of an October 
16,1986 Federal Register Notice to argue 
that the provisions of such a license 
(issued prior to April 1,1987) take 
precedence over the current part 35 
regulations. 

Based on the argument that the 
provisions of its license at the time of 
the inspection did not require it to 
maintain records of removable 
contamination surveys in units of 
disintegrations per minute 100 square 
centimeters (dpm/lOOcm 2 ), the License 
denies Violation F. 

The Licensee denies Violation I and 
contends that their license does not 
require the performance of monthly 
operability checks of reusable 
radioactive gas collection systems for 
the same reasons as stated in Violation 
F. 

Violation L is contested by the 
Licensee based on the same reasons as 
were stated in Violations F and I. The 
Licensee states that their license did not 
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require that records of radioactive waste 
disposed of by decay-in>storage include 
the date waste was placed in storage. 

NRC Evaluation of Licensee's Response 
to Violations F. /, and L 

Violation F 

The Licensee received a violation of 
10 CFR 35.70(h) in an earlier Notice of 
Violation and Proposed Imposition of 
Civil Penalties issued on April 11.1990. 

In the Licensee’s response of May 10, 
1990, the Licensee acknowledged that 
the violation had occurred and stated 
that future removable contamination 
survey results would be expressed in 
units of dpm rather than counts per 
minute. Thus, Violation F is a recurring 
violation initially identified by the NRC 
during the previous 1990 inspection. 

The staff notes that the Licensee's 
application dated May 22,1985. 
committed the VAMC to comply with 
the guidance of Appendix I of 
Regulatory Guide 10.8, Revision 1, 
October 1980, which did not state 
explicitly that removable contamination 
survey results be expressed in units of 
dpm/lOOcm 2 . However, Appendix I 
stated that the method for performing 
such surveys will be sufficient to detect 
200 dpm/lOOcm 2 and stated that areas 
will be cleaned if the contamination 
levels exceeded 200 dpm/lOOcm 2 . Thus, 
the Licensee's practice of recording the 
results of such surveys in units of cpm/ 
100cm 2 does not ensure compliance with 
procedures described in Appendix I. 

Furthermore, the staff does not agree 
with the Licensee’s reliance on the 
October 16.1980 Federal Register notice 
(Volume 51. No. 200). which published 
significant revisions to 10 CFR part 35. 

The notice said: “The Commission has 
decided to resolve possible temporary 
inconsistencies between license 
conditions and the regulation by 
providing in the regulation a transition 
period between the effective date of the 
rule and the expiration date of each 
license. During this transition period, if 
there is an inconsistency between a 
provision in a license (issued prior to the 
regulation) and the regulation, the 
license condition takes precedence over 
the regulation.” 

10 CFR 35.999, which addressed the 
transition period, states: ‘if the rules in 
this part conflict with the licensee's 
radiation safety program as identified in 
its license * * then the requirements in 
the license will apply.” 

In this case, there is no inconsistency 
cr conflict between the provisions in the 
license and the regulation. Both the 
provisions in the license and regulation 
require (one implicitly and the other 
explicitly) that removable 


contamination survey results be 
recorded in units of dmp/lOOcm 2 . 

The 9taff concludes that the citation 
was valid. 

Violation I 

The Licensee’s application dated May 
22.1985. committed the VAMC to 
comply with radioactive gas use 
procedures outlined in Item 21 of the 
application. These procedures 
established requirements for radioactive 
gas use and storage areas, but did not 
address the frequency of operability 
checks of reusable gas collection 
systems. 10 CFR 35.205(e) requires 
licensees to check the operation of such 
systems monthly. 

Therefore, the Licensee's procedures 
were not inconsistent with and did not 
conflict with 10 CFR 35.25(e). The 
procedure simply neither addressed the 
frequency of operability checks nor 
made any reference to such checks. 

Since there is no inconsistency or 
conflict between the license and part 35, 
the staff does not agree with the 
Licensee’s assertion that statements 
contained in the cited October 16,1986 
Federal Register notice exempt the 
Licensee from this requirement. 

The staff concludes that the citation 
was valid. 

Violation L 

The Licensee’s application dated May 
22,1985. committed the VAMC to 
comply with the provisions of Appendix 
I of Regulatory Guide 10.8. Revision 1, 
October 1980. Appendix J does not 
address recordkeeping requirements. 10 
CFR 35.92(b) requires that records of 
byproduct material disposal permitted 
under 10 CFR 35.92(a) include the date 
on which the byproduct material was 
placed in storage. 

However, nothing in the version of 
Appendix J referenced in the Licensee's 
application was inconsistent with or in 
conflict with the recordkeeping 
requirements of 10 CFR 35.92 because 
Appendix J simply did not address 
recordkeeping. Furthermore, recording 
the placed-in-storage date of waste that 
is held for decay before disposal is 
important in ensuring that the waste has 
been held for the required minimum time 
of the half-lives prior to its disposal. The 
staff does not agree with the Licensee’s 
assertion that statements contained in 
the cited October 16,1986 Federal 
Register notice would exempt the 
Licensee from this requirement. 

The staff concludes that the citation 
was valid. 


Summary of Licensee's Request for 
Mitigation 

The Licensee's request for mitigation 
of the proposed penalty was based on: 
(1) Its contention that three of the 
violations (F. I and L) involved 
procedures not required at the time of 
the inspection; (2) its position that the 
external audits described in the 
Confirmatory Order and the internal 
audits described in the VAMC response 
to the Notice were sufficient to attain 
and maintain compliance with NRC 
requirements; and (3) its position that 
the amount of the civil penalty was 
excessive. 

NRC Evaluation of Licensee’s Request 
for Mitigation 

Violations F, I. and L 

As discussed above, the staff 
concludes that Violations F, I, and L 
were valid citations. Thus, the 
Licensee’s argument for mitigation on 
this basis is not persuasive. 

Confirmatory Order 

The Licensee argues that a civil 
penalty is not necessary to achieve the 
goal of bringing VAMC procedure into 
compliance with all applicable NRC 
regulations. The Licensee contends that 
the Confirmatory Order, which makes 
the Licensee's voluntary audit plan a 
condition of its NRC license, and other 
actions taken by the Licensees 
improve compliance with NRC 
requirements, will result in improved 
compliance and will assure that 
Licensee employees take their 
responsibilities seriously. 

While NRC considers audits and the 
other actions taken by the Licensee 
important, the VAMC's actions to assure 
compliance with NRC requirements are 
not extraordinary measures given the 
circumstances that led NRC to take 
enforcement action. Measures to assure 
compliance are assumed when NRC 
grants a license. In this case. NRC found 
the measures taken by the VAMC 
lacking in 1990 and again in 1991, 
despite a penalty of $7,500 having been 
issued in 1990. As NRC said in the letter 
transmitting the Notice, “Inspection 
findings of this nature in successive 
inspections reduces NRC’s confidence in 
the VAMC’s ability to manage its NRC- 
licensed activities in a manner 
consistent with NRC’s expectations of a 
holder of a broad-scope medical 
license.” 

The purpose of the civil penalty in this 
case is to emphasize the importance of 
establishing effective and lasting 
measures to assure licensee compliance, 
and to emphasize the responsibility 
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incumbent upon a broad-scope medical 
licensee to initiate measures to assure 
compliance with NRC requirements 
rather than relying upon NRC to 
discover noncompliance during its 
infrequent inspections. The VAMC 
argues that a civil penalty is not 
necessary to bring about the desired 
improvements. Prior to the 1990 and 1991 
inspections, the VAMC had not properly 
conducted licensed activities in certain 
program areas. The VAMC now 
suggests it will conduct licensed 
activities in compliance with NRC 
requirements as it did both at the time of 
initial licensing and after the issuance of 
the Notice of Violation and Proposed 
Imposition of Civil Penalties on April 11, 
1990. It is clear that based on past 
performance, a civil penalty is 
necessary in this case to emphasize 
continuous, lasting corrective actions 
and to deter future noncompliance. 

The staff concludes that the issuance 
of the Confirmatory Order does not 
warrant reconsideration of he civil 
penalty. 

Civil Penalty Amount Excessive 

The Licensee argues that the civil 
penalty amount is excessive because: (1) 
The proposed penalty will have the 
unintended effect of decreasing funds 
available for patient care; (2) the amount 
of the penalty is out of proportion to the 
severity of he violations; (3) the 
proposed penalty exceeds $25,000 when 
the costs of the audits are included; and 
(4) the NRC’s deviation from the civil 
penalty formula prescribed in its 
Enforcement Policy was unreasonable. 

NRC would not expect a $25,000 civil 
penalty to have a significant financial 
impact on a facility with an annual 
operating budget of greater than $160 
million. In addition, the VAMC should 
not fail to recognize the direct 
connection between patient care and 
radiation safety. As indicated in the 
letter transmitting the Notice, failing to 
follow radiation safety standards can 
affect the safety of VAMC employees, 
patients, and the general public. One of 
NRC’s purposes in issuing the penalty 
was to emphasize to the VAMC its 
responsibility to take radiation safety 
seriously so as not to compromise 
personnel and patient safety. 

NRC’s Enforcement Policy permits it 
to consider violations collectively and to 
assign a single severity level to a 
number of violations, as was done in 
this case. The fact that the violations 
would not individually be classified at 
Severity Level 111 or above has no 
bearing on NRG’s decision to treat the 
violations collectively. As was indicated 
to VAMC representatives at the 
enforcement conference and in the letter 


transmitting the Notice, NRC attached 
greater significance to the collection of 
violations because they indicated a 
potentially significant lack of attention 
to licensed responsibilities. This is the 
basis for classifying the violations at 
Severity Level III in the aggregate and 
assessing a civil penalty. 

NRC considers the conduct of the 
audits a necessary step to ensure that 
the VAMC in fact maintains its 
programs in compliance with NRC 
radiation safety requirements. While the 
audits will certainly result in additional 
costs to the VAMC, NRC does not 
believe that the conduct of the audits 
negates the need to assess a civil 
penalty to emphasize the importance 
that NRC attaches to the situation. As 
indicated above, NRC believes that civil 
penalties ply an important role in 
assuring lasting corrective actions and 
in deterring future noncompliance. 

NRC is authorized by law (Section 234 
of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 
amended) to assess civil penalties up to 
$100,000 per violation per day. As the 
Licensee notes in its reply, NRC has 
established, in Section V.B. of its 
Enforcement Policy, the usual base civil 
penalty values that reflect the class of 
licensee and the severity of the violation 
or violations, and a number of factors 
that may be considered in making 
adjustments to the usual base values. As 
stated in the policy, the civil penalty 
tables generally take into account the 
gravity of the violation as a primary 
consideration and the ability to pay as a 
secondary consideration, but the 
deterrent effect of civil penalties is best 
served when the amount of such 
penalties takes into account a licensee’s 
ability to pay. 

The opening paragraph of the 
Enforcement Policy states: “The 
Commission may deviate from this 
statement of policy as is appropriate 
under the circumstances of a particular 
case.” Section V.B. of the Enforcement 
Policy states: ”* * * ineffective licensee 
programs for problem identification or 
correction are unacceptable. In cases 
involving willfulness, flagrant NRC- 
identified violations, repeated poor 
performance in an area of concern, or 
serious breakdown in management 
controls, NRC intends to apply its full 
enforcement authority where such 
action is warranted, including issuing 
appropriate orders and assessing civil 
penalties for continuing violations on a 
per day basis up to the statutory limit of 
$100,000 per violation per day.“ 

NRC clearly articulated in the letter 
transmitting the Notice a reasonable 
basis for deviating from its statement of 
policy. NRC’s reasons included the 
following: (1) A large number of 


violations was found in each of two 
successive inspections conducted in 
1990 and 1991, despite a $7,500 civil 
penalty being assessed in the 1990 
inspection, indicating a failure of the 
VAMC to resolve fundamental 
shortcomings in management of licensed 
activities; (2) NRC inspectors discovered 
the violations as opposed to their having 
been detected and corrected by the 
Licensee; (3) six of the violations were 
identical to violations cited in 1990, 
indicating a failure of the VAMC to take 
specific corrective actions despite 
commitments to do so; and (4) in some 
instances the VAMC failed to act to 
correct violations that had been 
discovered by its own radiation safety 
staff. 

In addition, in accordance with the 
statements in section V.B. of the 
Enforcement Policy, the staff believes 
that $25,000 is more likely to have a 
deterrent effect because, although still a 
small amount of money relative to the 
size of the VAMC’s annual operating 
budget, it more appropriately reflects the 
Licensee’s ability to pay than would 
application of the usual base civil 
penalty in Tables l.A and l.B of the 
Enforcement Policy. 

The staff does not accept the 
Licensee’s argument that the civil 
penalty proposed in this case was 
excessive. 

NRC Conclusion 

The NRC concludes that Violations F, 
I, and L. denied by the Licensee, 
occurred as stated. The NRC further 
concludes that the Licensee has not 
made a convincing argument for a 
reduction in the amount of the civil 
penalty. Consequently, the proposed 
civil penalty in the amount of $25,000 
should be imposed. 

[FR Doc. 92-5942 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


[ Docket No. 72-2 (50-280/281)1 

Virginia Electric and Power Company; 
Issuance of Amendment to Materials 
License No. SNM-2501 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commission) has 
issued Amendment No. 6 to Materials 
License No. SNM-2501 held by the 
Virginia Electric and Power Company 
for the receipt and storage of spent fuel 
at the Surry Independent Spent Fuel 
Storage Installation, located on the 
Surry Power Station site, Surry County, 
Virginia. The amendment is effective as 
of the date of issuance. 
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The amendment revises the Technical 
Specifications making administrative 
changes which do not affect fuel receipt, 
handling, and storage safety. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and 
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
Commission's rules and regulations. The 
Commission has made appropriate 
findings as required by the Act and the 
Commission's rules and regulations in 10 
CFR chapter I, which are set forth in the 
license amendment. Prior public notice 
of the amendment was not required 
since the amendment does not involve a 
significant hazards consideration. 

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of the amendment will not 
result in any significant environmental 
impact and that, pursuant to 10 CFR 
51.22(c), an environmental assessment 
need not be prepared in connection with 
the issuance of the amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated November 20,1991, 
and (2) Amendment No. 8 to Materials 
License No. SNM-2501, and (3) the 
Commission’s letter to the licensee 
dated March 5,1992. All of these items 
are available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
the Gelman Building, 2120 L Street, NW., 
Washington, DC. and at the Local Public 
Document Room at the Swem Library, 
College of William and Mary, 
Williamsburg, Virginia, 23185. 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 5th day 
of March 1992. 

For the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 

Charles |. Haughney, 

Chiefs Source Containment and Devices 
Branch , Division of Industrial and Medical 
Nuclear Safety, Office of Nuclear Material 
Safety and Sa feguards. 

[FR Doc. 92-5814 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 7590-01-41 


POSTAL RATE COMMISSION 
Commission Visit 

March 9.1992. 

On March 23,1992, a Commission 
group comprising Commissioners and 
advisory staff members will visit the 
Advo, Inc. facility in Columbia, 
Maryland. A report of the visit will be 
filed with the Commission's Docket 
Room. 

For further information, contact 
William Ferguson, the Commission’s 


Assistant Director of Technical Analysis 
and Planning, at (202) 789-8855. 

Charles L. Clapp, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5900 Filed 3-12-92; 8.45 am) 

BILLING CODE 7710-fW-H 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release No. 34-30449; File No. SR-OCC- 
92-21 

Self-Regulatory Organizations; The 
Options Clearing Corporation; Order 
Approving a Proposed Rule Change 
Relating to the Addition of a Public 
Director to Its Board of Directors 

March 6.1992. 

On January 10.1992, The Options 
Clearing Corporation (‘‘OCC*’) filed with 
the Securities and Exchange 
Commission ("Commission’*) under 
section 19(b)(1) of the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 ("Act") 1 a 
proposed rule change (File No. SR- 
OCC-92-2) relating to the addition of a 
Public Director to its Board of Directors. 
The Commission published notice of this 
proposed rule change in the Federal 
Register on February 7,1992. 2 OCC 
amended its original filing on January 
30,1992. 3 No public comments were 
received. For the reasons discussed 
below, the Commission is approving the 
proposed rule change. 

1. Description 

To broaden the viewpoint of OCC’s 
Board of Directors, OCC is proposing to 
amend its By-Laws by adding a Public 
Director category. To help ensure that 
each Public Director will be a 
representative of the public, any person 
nominated to serve as a Public Director 
must be unaffiliated with any national 
securities exchange or national 
securities association or with any broker 
or dealer in securities. 4 * Under the 
proposal, each Public Director will be 
nominated by the Chairman with the 
approval of the Board of Directors and 
will be elected by the stockholders at 
their annual meeting. Each Public 
Director will serve a two-year term. To 
ensure diversity in the position of Public 


1 15 U.S.C. 78»(b)(l) (1908). 

1 Securities Exchange Act Release No. 30028 
(January 31.1992), 57 FR 4784. 

* Amendment No. 1 revised the proposed rule 
change to include the requirement that Public 
Directors mut be elected by OCCs stockholders. As 
originally (lied, in order to serve as a Public 
Director, a person needed only to be nominated by 
the Chairman with the approval of the Board of the 
Directors. The amendment was made to reflect the 
law of Delaware where OCC is chartered. 

4 OCC By-Laws. art. m. Section 8a. 


Director, the amendments to the By- 
Laws provide that no person shall be 
eligible to serve as Public Director for 
consecutive two-year terms. 5 

OCC proposes to amend article HI. 
sections 1 and 3 of its By-Laws to 
include one Public Director on OCC’s 
Board of Directors and to revise the 
formula for determining the number of 
Member Directors. The formula is being 
amended to ensure that Member 
Directors will at all times constitute a 
majority of the Board of Directors 
regardless of the number of Exchange 
Directors and Public Directors. 
Amendments to article III, section 12 
provide that a majority of the directors 
then in office, even though they may be 
less than a quorum, shall appoint a 
successor to fill any vacancy occurring 
in the position of Public Director. The 
person appointed to fill such a vacancy 
would serve for the remainder of the 
predecessor's term of office and until a 
successor is elected and qualified. 

Finally, the remaining proposed 
changes to OCC’s By-Laws would delete 
certain obsolete language and would 
conform other language more closely to 
Delaware law where OCC is chartered. 

II. Discussion 

The Commission believes that OCC’s 
proposal is consistent with the Act and 
in particular with section 17A(b)(3)(C) 
thereunder. 6 That section requires that 
the rules of a clearing agency assure a 
fair representation of OCC ’9 
shareholders, members, and participants 
in the administration of its affairs. 
Because the Public Director will be 
unaffiliated with any national securities 
exchange, national securities 
association, or with any broker or dealer 
in securities, the Public Director’s 
presence on OCC’s board should 
provide a fresh perspective to the 
deliberations and decision making of 
OCC’s Board of Directors in the 
administration of OCCs affairs. 
Moreover, addition of a Public Director 
also should enhance the composition of 
OCC’s Board of Directors by including 
persons with different expertise and 
backgrounds. 

III. Conclusion 

On the basis of the foregoing, the 
Commission finds that the proposed rule 
change is consistent with the Act and in 
particular with section 17A thereunder. 

It is Therefore Ordered , Pursuant to 
section 19(b)(2) of the Act, that the 
proposed rule change (File No. SR- 
OCC-91-2) be, and hereby is, approved. 


'id. 

• 15 U.S.C. 78q-1 (b)(3)(C) (1988). 
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For the Commission, by the Division 
of Market Regulation, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 7 
Margaret H. McFarland, 

Deputy Secretary. 

IFR Doc. 92-5941 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE $010-01-** 


TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, as 
amended by Public Law 99-591; 
Information Collection Under Review 
by the Office of Management and 
Budget 

agency: Tennessee Valley Authority. 
action: Information Collection Under 
Review by the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB). 

summary: The Tennessee Valley 
Authority (TVA) has sent to OMB the 
following proposal for the collection of 
information under the provisions of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 (44 
U.S.C. chapter 35), as amended by 
Public Law 99-591. 

Requests for information, including 
copies of the information collection 
proposed and supporting 
documentation, should be directed to 
the Agency Clearance Officer whose 
name, address, and telephone number 
appear below. Questions or comments 
should be made within 30 days directly 
to the Agency Clearance Officer and 
also to the Desk Officer for the 
Tennessee Valley Authority, Office of 
Information and Regulatory Affairs, 
Office of Management and Budget, 
Washington, DC 20503; Telephone: (202) 
395-3084. 

Agency Clearance Officer: Mark R. 
Winter, Tennessee Valley Authority, 
1101 Market Street (EB 4B), 
Chattanooga, TN 37402-2801; (615) 
751-2523. 

Type of Request: Regular submission. 
Title of Information Collection: Power 
Distributors Monthly Report to TVA. 
Frequency of Use: Monthly. 

Type of Affected Public: Businesses or 
other for-profit, small businesses or 
organizations. 

Small Businesses or Organizations 
Affected: Yes. 

Federal Budget Functional Category 
Code: 271. 

Estimated Number of Annual 
Responses: 1920. 

Estimated Total Annual Burden Hours: 
960. 

Estimated Average Burden Hours Per 
Response: .5. 


T 17 CFR 200.30-3(a)(12). 


Need For and Use of Information: This 
monthly collection supplies TVA with 
financial information to assist in making 
timely management decisions on electric 
power rates, finances, and other long- 
and short-term plans. 

Louis S. Grande. 

Vice President, Information Services. Senior 
Agency Official. 

(FR Doc. 92-5837 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 8120-Ot-M 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Office of the Secretary 
((Order 92-3-16), Docket No. 477031 

Application of Reno Air, Inc.; For 
Certificate Authority Under Subpart Q 

agency: Department of Transportation. 
action: Notice of Order to Show Cause. 

summary: The Department of 
Transportation is directing all interested 
persons to show cause why it should not 
issue an order finding Reno Air, Inc., fit. 
willing, and able and award it a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity to engage in interstate and 
overseas scheduled air transportation. 
date: Persons wishing to file objections 
should do so no later than March 24, 
1992. 

addresses; Objections and answers to 
objections should be filed in Docket 
47703 and addressed to the 
Documentary Services Division (C-55, 
room 4107), U.S. Department of 
Transportation. 400 Seventh Street, SW., 
Washington. DC 20590 and should be 
served upon the parties listed in 
Attachment A to the order. 
for further information contact: 
Mrs. Kathy Lusby Cooperstein. Air 
Carrier Fitness Division (P-56, room 
6401), U.S. Department of 
Transportation, 400 Seventh Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20590, (202) 366-2337. 

Dated: March 9.1992. 

Jeffrey N. Shane, 

Assistant Secretary for Pol icy and 
International A ffairs. 

[FR Doc. 92-5965 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 4910-42-*! 


((Order 92-3-12), Dockets No. 47828 and 
47829] 

Application of Airmark Aviation, Inc.; 
For Certificate Authority 

agency: Department of Transportation. 
action: Notice of Order to Show Cause. 

summary: The Department of 
Transportation is directing all interested 


persons to show cause why it should not 
issue an order finding Airmark Aviation, 
Inc., fit, willing, and able, and awarding 
it certificates of public convenience and 
necessity to engage in interstate, 
overseas and foreign charter air 
transportation of persons, property, and 
mail. 

dates: Persons wishing to file 
objections should do so no later than 
March 23,1992. 

address: Objections and answers to 
objections should be filed in Dockets 
47828 and 47829 and addressed to the 
Documentary Services Division (C-55, 
room 4107), U.S. Department of 
Transportation, 400 Seventh Street, SW., 
Washington. DC 20590, and should be 
served upon the parties listed in 
Attachment A to the order. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Carol A. Woods, Air Carrier Fitness 
Division (P-56, room 6401), U.S. 
Department of Transportation, 400 
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, DC 
20590, (202) 366-2340. 

Dated: March 6,1992. 

Jeffrey N. Shane, 

Assistant Secretary for Policy and 
International A ffairs. 

(FR Doc. 92-5914 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILUNG CODE 4910-42*1 


Notice of Applications for Certificates 
of Public Convenience and Necessity 
and Foreign Air Carrier Permits Filed 
Under Subpart Q during the Week 
Ended March 6,1992 

The following Applications for 
Certificates of Public Convenience and 
Necessity and Foreign Air Carrier 
Permits were filed under subpart Q of 
the Department of Transportation’s 
Procedural Regulations (See 14 CFR 
302.1701 et. seq.). The due date for 
Answers, Conforming Applications, or 
Motions to Modify Scope are set forth 
below for each application. Following 
the Answer period DOT may process 
the application by expedited procedures. 
Such procedures may consist of the 
adoption of a show-cause order, a 
tentative order, or in appropriate cases a 
final order without further proceedings. 
Docket Number: 48022. 

Date filed: March 3.1992. 

Due Date for Answers, Conforming 
Applications, or Motion to Modify 
Scope: March 31,1992. 

Description: Application of Aerolineas 
Centrals De Colombia, S.A. d/b/a 
ACES, pursuant to section 402 of the 
Act, applies for a foreign air carrier 
permit to engage in the foreign air 
transportation of persons, property 
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and mail as follows: Between Bogota 
and Medellin, Colombia, on the one 
hand, and Miami, Florida, on the other 
hand. ACES also requests exemption 
authority to engage in charter foreign 
air transportation of persons, property 
and mail. 

Phyllis T. Kaylor, 

Chief, Documentary Services Division. 

|FR Doc. 92-5913 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-62-M 


Federal Aviation Administration 

Approval of Noise Compatibility 
Program for Lanai Airport (LNY), Lanai 
City, Lanai, HI 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration. DOT. 
action: Notice. 


summary: The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) announces its 
findings on the noise compatibility 
program submitted by the State of 
Hawaii, Department of Transportation 
under the provisions of title 1 of the 
Aviation Safety and Noise Abatement 
Act of 1979 (Pub. L. 96-193) and 14 CFR 
part 150. These findings are made in 
recognition of the description of Federal 
and nonfederal responsibilities in 
Senate Report No. 96-52 (1980). On 
February 1 , 1990, the FAA determined 
that the noise exposure maps submitted 
by the State of Hawaii, Department of 
Transportation under Part 150 were in 
compliance with applicable 
requirements. On January 28,1992, the 
Administrator approved the Lanai 
Airport noise compatibility program. 
Two of the four recommendations of the 
program were approved, one was 
approved conditionally and no action 
was required on the fourth. 

effective date: The effective date of 
the FAA's approval of the Lanai Airport 
noise compatibility program is January 
28,1992. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

David J. Welhouse. Airport Engineer/ 
Planner, Honolulu Airports District 
Office, Federal Aviation Administration, 
P.O. Box 50244, Honolulu, Hawaii 96850, 
Telephone: (808) 541-1243. Street 
Address: 300 Ala Moana Blvd, room 
7116. Documents reflecting this FAA 
action may be reviewed at this same 
location. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
notice announces that the FAA has 
given its overall approval to the noise 
compatibility program for the Lanai 
Airport, effective January 28,1992. 

Under section 104(a) of the Aviation 
Safety and Noise Abatement Act of 1979 


(hereinafter referred to as “the Acf), an 
airport operator who has previously 
submitted a noise exposure map may 
submit to the FAA a noise compatibility 
program which sets forth the measures 
taken or proposed by the airport 
operator for the reduction of existing 
noncompatible land uses and prevention 
of additional noncompatible land uses 
within the area covered by the noise 
exposure maps. The Act requires such 
programs to be developed in 
consultation with interested and 
affected parties including local 
communities, government agencies, 
airport users, and FAA personnel. 

Each airport noise compatibility 
program developed in accordance with 
Federal Aviation Regulations (FAR) part 
150 is a local program, not a Federal 
program. The FAA does not substitute 
its judgment for that of the airport 
proprietor with respect to which 
measures should be recommended for 
action. The FAA’s approval or 
disapproval of FAR part 150 program 
recommendations is measured 
according to the standards expressed in 
part 150 and the Act and is limited to the 
following determinations: 

a. The noise compatibility program 
was developed in accordance with the 
provisions and procedures of FAR Part 
150; 

b. Program measures are reasonably 
consistent with achieving the goals of 
reducing existing noncompatible land 
uses around the airport and preventing 
the introduction of additional 
noncompatible land uses; 

c. Program measures would not create 
an undue burden on interstate or foreign 
commerce, unjustly discriminate against 
types or classes of aeronautical uses, 
violate the terms of airport grant 
agreements, or intrude into areas 
preempted by the Federal Government; 
and 

d. Program measures relating to the 
use of flight procedures can be 
implemented within the period covered 
by the program without derogating 
safety, adversely affecting the efficient 
use and management of the navigable 
airspace and air traffic control systems, 
or adversely affecting other powers and 
responsibilities of the administrator 
prescribed by law. 

Specific limitations with respect to 
FAA’s approval of an airport noise 
compatability program are delineated in 
FAR part 150, § 150.5. Approval is not a 
determination concerning the 
acceptability of land uses under Federal, 
state, or local law. Approval does not by 
itself constitute an FAA implementing 
action. A request for Federal action or 
approval to implement specific noise 
compatibility measures may be required, 
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and an FAA decision on the request 
may require an environmental 
assessment of the proposed action. 
Approval does not constitute a 
commitment by the FAA to financially 
assist in the implementation of the 
program nor a determination that all 
measures covered by the program are 
eligible for grant-in-aid funding from the 
FAA. Where federal funding is sought, 
requests for project grants must be 
submitted to the FAA Airports District 
Office in Honolulu, Hawaii. 

The State of Hawaii, Department of 
Transportation submitted to the FAA on 
December 27,1989. the noise exposure 
maps, descriptions, and other 
documentations produced during the 
noise compatibility planning study 
conducted from August 1988 through 
September 1989. The Lanai Airport noise 
exposure maps were determined by 
FAA to be in compliance with 
applicable requirements on February 1, 
1990. Notice of this determination was 
published in the Federal Register on 
February 13,1990. 

The Lanai Airport study contains a 
proposed noise compatibility program 
comprised of actions designed for 
phased implementation by airport 
management and adjacent jurisdictions 
from the date of study completion to the 
year 2000. It was requested that the FAA 
evaluate and approve this material as a 
noise compatibility program as 
described in section 104(b) of the Act. 
The FAA began its review of the 
program on August 1,1991 and was 
required by a provision of the Act to 
approve or disapprove the program 
within 180 days (other than the use of 
new flight procedures for noise control. 
Failure to approve or disapprove such 
program within the 180-day period shall 
be deemed to be an approval of such 
program. 

The submitted program contained four 
proposed actions for noise mitigation on 
and off the airport. The FAA completed 
its review and determined that the 
procedural and substantive 
requirements of the Act and FAR part 
150 have been satisfied. The overall 
program, therefore, was approved by the 
Administrator effective January 28,1992. 

Outright approval was granted for two 
(2) of the four (4) specific program 
elements, one was approved 
conditionally and no action was 
required at this time on the fourth. 
Approved program measures include: 
Initiate negotiations to purchase all 
lands within the forecast 75 Ldn contour 
(conditional); monitor development 
proposals on Lanai; annually monitor 
aircraft noise levels and operations at 
Lanai Airport. No action was taken on 
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the measure to implement modifications 
to the informal runway use program. 

These determinations are set forth in 
detail in a Record of Approval endorsed 
by the Administrator on January 28. 

1992. The Record of Approval, as well as 
other evaluation materials and the 
documents comprising the submittal, are 
available for review at the FAA office 
listed above and at the administrative 
offices of the State of Hawaii. 

Issued in Hawthorne. California on 
February 27.1992. 

Hermau C. Bliss, 

Manager. Airports Division. A WP- 600 . 
Western Pacific Region. 

[FR Doc. 92-5958 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45am] 

BILLING CODE 491<M3~M 


Approval of Noise Compatibility 
Program for Lihue Airport (LIH), Lihue, 
Kauai, HI 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration, DOT. 

action: Notice. 

summary: The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) announces its 
findings on the noise compatibility 
program submitted by the State of 
Hawaii, Department of Transportation 
under the provisions of Title I of the 
Aviation Safety and Noise Abatement 
Act of 1979 (Pub. L. 96-193) and 14 CFR 
part 150. These findings are made in 
recognition of the description of Federal 
and nonfederal responsibilities in 
Senate Report No. 96-52 (1980). On May 
17.1990, the FAA determined that the 
noise exposure maps submitted by the 
State of Hawaii, Department of 
Transportation under part 150 were in 
compliance with applicable 
requirements. On January 28,1992, the 
Administrator approved the Lihue 
Airport noise compatibility program. 
Four of the seven recommendations of 
the program were approved, two were 
disapproved and no action was required 
at this time on one. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: The effective date of 
the FAA’s approval of the Lihue Airport 
noise compatibility program is January' 
28.1992. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

David J. Welhouse. Airport Engineer/ 
Planner. Honolulu, Hawaii 96850. 
Telephone: (808) 541-1243. Street 
Address: 300 Ala Moana Blvd., room 
7116. Documents reflecting this FAA 
action may be reviewed at this same 
location. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
notice announces that the FAA has 
given its overall approval to the noise 


compatibility program for the Lihue 
Airport, effective January 28,1992. 

Under section 104(a) of the Aviation 
Safety and Noise Abatement Act of 1979 
(hereinafter referred to as "the Act"), an 
airport operator who has previously 
submitted a noise exposure map may 
submit to the FAA a noise compatibility 
program which sets forth the measures 
taken or proposed by the airport 
operator for the reduction of existing 
noncompatible land uses and prevention 
of additional noncompatible land uses 
within the area covered by the noise 
exposure maps. The Act requires such 
programs to be developed in 
consultation with interested and 
affected parties including local 
communities, government agencies, 
airport users, and FAA personnel. 

Each airport noise compatibility 
program developed in accordance with 
Federal Aviation Regulations (FAR) part 
150 is a local program, not a Federal 
program. The FAA does not substitute 
its judgment for that of the airport 
proprietor with respect to which 
measures should be recommended for 
action. The FAA’s approval or 
disapproval of FAR part 150 program 
recommendations is measured 
according to the standards expressed in 
part 150 and the Act and is limited to the 
following determinations: 

a. The noise compatibility program 
was developed in accordance with the 
provisions and procedures of FAR part 
150: 

b. Program measures are reasonably 
consistent with achieving the goals of 
reducing existing noncompatible land 
uses around the airport and preventing 
the introduction of additional 
noncompatible land uses; 

c. Program measures w'ould not create 
an undue burden on interstate or foreign 
commerce, unjustly discriminate against 
types or classes of aeronautical uses, 
violates the terms of airport grant 
agreements, or intrude into areas 
preempted by the Federal Government; 
and 

d. Program measures relating to the 
use of flight procedures can be 
implemented with the period covered by 
the program without derogating safety, 
adversely affecting the efficient use and 
management of the navigable airspace 
and air traffic control systems, or 
adversely affecting other powers and 
responsibilities of the Administrator 
prescribed by law. 

Specific limitations with respect to 
FAAIs approval of an airport noise 
compatibility program are delineated in 
FAR part 150, § 150.5. Approval is not a 
determination concerning the 
acceptability of land uses under Federal, 


state, or local law. Approval does not by 
itself constitute an FAA implementing 
action. A request for Federal action or 
approval to implement specific noise 
compatibility measures may be required, 
and an FAA decision on the request 
may require an environmental 
assessment of the proposed action. 
Approval does not constitute a 
commitment by the FAA to financially 
assist in the implementation of the 
program nor a determination that all 
measures covered by the program are 
eligible for grant-in-aid funding from the 
FAA. Where federal funding is sought 
requests for project grants must be 
submitted to the FAA Airports District 
Office in Honolulu. Hawaii. 

The State of Hawaii, department of 
Transportation submitted to the FAA on 
December 28,1989. the noise exposure 
maps, descriptions, and other 
documentation produced during the 
noise compatibility planning study 
conducted from March 1987 through 
November 1989. The Lihue Airport noise 
exposure maps were determined by 
FAA to be in compliance with 
applicable requirements on May 17, 

1990. Notice of this determination was 
published in the Federal Register on 
June 1.1990. 

The Lihue Airport study contains a 
proposed noise compatibility program 
comprised of actions designed for 
phased implementation by airport 
management and adjacent jurisdictions 
from the date of study completion to the 
year 1995. It was requested that the FAR 
evaluate and approve this material as a 
noise compatibility program as 
described in section 104(b) of the Act. 
The FAA began its review of the 
program on August 1,1991 and was 
required by a provision of the Act to 
approve or disapprove the program 
within 180 days (other than the use of 
new flight procedures for noise control). 
Failure to approve or disapprove such 
program within the 180-day period shall 
be deemed to be an approval of such 
program. 

The submitted program contained 
seven (7) proposed actions for noise 
mitigation on and off the airport. The 
FAA completed its review and 
determined that the procedural and 
substantive requirements of the Act and 
FAA Part 150 have been satisfied. The 
overall program, therefore, was 
approved by the Administrator effective 
January 28.1992. 

Outright approval was granted for 
four (4) of the seven (7) specific program 
elements. Approved program measures 
include: Initiate negotiations to purchase 
all lands within the forecast 75 Ldn 
contour; monitor development proposals 
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in the Lihue Airport environs; annually 
monitor aircraft noise levels and 
operations at Lihue Airport; initiate 
negotiations to relocate resident near 
Ahukini Landing. Measures disapproved 
include: Provide sound attenuation for 
residence near Ahukini Landing and the 
Vidinha Stadium announcer’s booth. No 
action was taken on the measure to 
implement modifications to the informal 
runway use program. 

These determinations are set forth in 
detail in a Record of Approval endorsed 
by the Administrator on January 28, 

1992. The Record of Approval, as well as 
other evaluation materials and the 
documents comprising the submittal, are 
available for review at the FAA office 
listed above and at the administrative 
offices of the State of Hawaii. 

Issued in Hawthorne, California on 
February 27,1992. 

Herman C. Bliss, 

Manager. Airports Division , A WP- 600 . 
Western Pacific Region. 

[FR Doc. 92-5959 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-13-11 


Approval of Noise Compatibility 
Program for Molokai Airport (MKK), 
Kaunakakal, Molokai, HI 

agency; Federal Aviation 
Administration, DOT. 
action: Notice. 

summary: The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) announces its 
findings on the noise compatibility 
program submitted by the State of 
Hawaii, Department of Transportation 
under the provisions of title I of the 
Aviation Safety and Noise Abatement 
Act of 1979 (Pub. L. 96-193) and 14 CFR 
part 150. These findings are made in 
recognition of the description of Federal 
and nonfederal responsibilities in 
Senate Report No. 98-52 (1980). On 
August 1.1991 the FAA determined that 
the noise exposure maps submitted by 
the State of Hawaii, Department of 
Transportation under part 150 were in 
compliance with applicable 
requirements. On January 28,1992, the 
Administrator approved the Molokai 
Airport noise compatibility program. 
Three (3) of the four (4) 
recommendations of the program were 
approved and no action was required at 
this time on the fourth. 
effective date: The effective date of 
the FAA’s approval of the Molokai 
Airport noise compatibility program is 
January 28,1992. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

David J. Welhouse, Airport Engineer/ 
Planner, Honolulu Airports District 


Office, Federal Aviation Administration, 
P.O. Box 50244, Honolulu Hawaii 96850, 
Telephone: (808) 541-1243. Street 
Address: 300 Ala Moana Blvd, room 
7116. Documents reflecting this FAA 
action may be reviewed at this same 
location. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
notice announces that the FAA has 
given its overall approval to the noise 
compatibility program for the Molokai 
Airport, effective January 28,1992. 

Under section 104(a) of the Aviation 
Safety and Noise Abatement Act of 1979 
(hereinafter referred to as “the Act”), an 
airport operator who has previously 
submitted a noise exposure map may 
submit to the FAA a noise compatibility 
program which sets forth the measures 
taken or proposed by the airport 
operator for the reduction of existing 
noncompatible land uses and prevention 
of additional noncompatible land uses 
within the area covered by the noise 
exposure maps. The Act requires such 
programs to be developed in 
consultation with interested and 
affected parties including local 
communities, government agencies, 
airport users, and FAA personnel. 

Each airport noise compatibility 
program developed in accordance with 
Federal Aviation Regulations (FAR) part 
150 is a local program, not a Federal 
program. The FAA does not substitute 
its judgment for that of the airport 
proprietor with respect to which 
measures should be recommended for 
action. The FAA’s approval or 
disapproval of FAR part 150 program 
recommendations is measured 
according to the standards expressed in 
Part 150 and the Act and is limited to the 
following determinations: 

a. The noise compatibility program 
was developed in accordance with the 
provisions and procedures for FAR part 
150; 

b. Program measures are reasonably 
consistent with achieving the goals of 
reducing existing noncompatibile land 
uses around the airport and preventing 
the introduction of additional 
noncompatible land uses; 

c. Program measures would not create 
an undue burden on interstate or foreign 
commerce, unjustly discriminate against 
types or classes of aeronautical uses, 
violate the terms of airport grant 
agreements, or intrude into areas 
preempted by the Federal Government; 
and 

d. Program measures relating to the 
use of flight procedures can be 
implemented within the period covered 
by the program without derogating 
safety, adversely affecting the efficient 
use and management of the navigable 


airspace and air traffic control systems, 
or adversely affecting other powers and 
responsibilities of the Administrator 
prescribed by law. 

Specific limitations with respect to 
FAA’s approval of an airport noise 
compatibility program are delineated in 
FAR part 150, section 150.5. Approval is 
not a determination concerning the 
acceptability of land uses under Federal, 
state, or local law. Approval does not by 
itself constitute an FAA implementing 
action. A request for Federal action or 
approval to implement specific noise 
compatibility measures may be required, 
and an FAA decision on the request 
may require an environmental 
assessment of the proposed action. 
Approval does not constitute a 
commitment by the FAA to financially 
assist in the implementation of the 
program nor a determination that all 
measures covered by the program are 
eligible for grant-in-aid funding from the 
FAA. Where federal funding is sought, 
requests for project grants must be 
submitted to the FAA Airports District 
Office in Honolulu, Hawaii. 

The State of Hawaii, Department of 
Transportation submitted to the FAA on 
November 20,1990, the noise exposure 
maps, descriptions, and other 
documentation produced during the 
noise compatibility planning study 
conducted from January 1990 through 
December 1990. The Molokai Airport 
noise exposure maps were determined 
by FAA to be in compliance with 
applicable requirements on August 1, 
1991. Notice of this determination was 
published in the Federal Register on 
August 13,1991. 

The Molokai Airport study contains a 
proposed noise compatibility program 
comprised of actions designed for 
phased implementation by airport 
management and adjacent jurisdictions 
from the date of study completion to the 
year 1995. It was requested that the FAA 
evaluate and approve this material as a 
noise compatibility program as 
described in section 104(b) of the Act. 

The FAA began its review of the 
program on August 1,1991 and was 
required by a provision of the Act to 
approve or disapprove the program 
within 180 days (other than the use of 
new flight procedures for noise control). 
Failure to approve or disapprove such 
program within the 180-day period shall 
be deemed to be an approval of such 
program. 

The submitted program contained four 
(4) proposed actions for noise mitigation 
on and off the airport. The FAA 
completed its review and determined 
that the procedural and substantive 
requirements of the Act and FAR Part 
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150 have been satisfied. The overall 
program, therefore, was approved by the 
Administrator effective January 28,1992. 

Outright approval was granted for 
three (3) of the four (4) of the specific 
program elements. Approved program 
measures include: Monitor development 
proposals in the Molokai Airport 
environs; annually monitor aircraft 
noise levels and operations at Molokai 
Airport; initiate a planning study to 
locate lands to exchange with Hawaiian 
Home Lands within the forecasted CY 
2010 55 Ldn noise contour. No action 
was taken on the measure to implement 
modifications to the informal runway 
use program. 

These determinations are set forth in 
detail in a Record of Approval endorsed 
by the Administrator on January 28, 

1992. The Record of Approval, as well as 
other evaluation materials and the 
documents comprising the submittal, are 
available for review at the FAA office 
listed above and at the administrative 
offices of the State of Hawaii. 

Issued in Hawthorne. California on 
February 27,1992. 

Herman C. Bliss, 

Manager. Airports Division. A I VP- 600 , 
Western Pacific Region. 

[FR Doc. 92-5980 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-* 


Federal Transit Administration 

Announcement of Bus Testing 
Program Fee Sharing 

agency: Federal Transit Administration, 
DOT. 

action: Notice. 

SUMMARY: The Federal Transit 
Administration {FTAJ announces an 80 
percent Federal share of the testing fee 
for new model buses tested at the 
Altoona Bus Testing Center, as provided 
for under the Intermodal Surface 
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 
(ISTEA). This Federal sharing of costs 
associated with the testing program will 
reduce the financial burden for those 
who have vehicles required to be tested 
at the facility. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 18,1991. 
for further information contact: 

For technical issues, Steven A. Barsony, 
Director, Office of Engineering, Office of 
Technical Assistance and Safety, (202) 
366-0090; for legal issues, Richard Wong 
(202) 366-1936. The test facility can be 
reached by contacting Bohdan 
Kulakowski, Director, Bus Research and 
Testing Program (814) 863-1893. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
December 18,1991. President Bush 


signed the Intermodal Surface 
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 
(ISTEA) (Pub. L 102-240). Section 3009 
of ISTEA amends section 3 of the 
Federal Transit Act, as amended (49 
U.S.C. app. 1602) to authorize the FTA to 
fund 80 percent of the cost of bus 
testing, subject to a ceiling of FTA funds 
of $1,500,000 for FY 1992. $2,000,000 in 
FY 1993. the lesser of $2,000,000 or an 
amount the Secretary determines to be 
necessary in each of the fiscal years 
1994,1995, and 1996, and the lesser of 
$3,000,000 or an amount the Secretary 
determines to be necessary in FY 1997. 

FTA considers the “costs” of testing 
to be the fees established by the 
Altoona Bus Testing Center and 
approved by the Secretary of 
Transportation, as delegated to the 
Administrator of the FTA (49 CFR 1.51). 
These fees include the normal costs for 
testing, vehicle servicing and routine 
maintenance, inspections, and fuel. The 
requirement to pay testing fees, which 
are approved by FTA is included in the 
current bus testing regulation (49 CFR 
part 665). 

FTA will pay the 80 percent fee share 
directly to the Pennsylvania 
Transportation Institute (PTI), the 
operator of the Altoona Testing Center, 
on a reimbursement basis for tests 
performed. The remaining 20 percent of 
the testing fee will be paid by the 
vehicle manufacturer to PTI, due in full 
at the time of the delivery of the bus for 
testing. 

Since this provision was effective 
when President Bush signed the 
legislation into law (December 18,1991), 
the FTA will pay the 80 percent share of 
the testing fee for buses that begin 
testing on or after December 18,1991. 

For buses undergoing tests on December 

18.1991, the FTA will subsidize on a 
prorated basis 80 percent of the fee for 
those tests performed after December 

17.1991. 

Issued on: March 9.1992. 

Brian W. Clytner. 

Administrator. 

[FR Doc. 92-5915 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILUNG CODE 4910-57-M 


Research and Special Programs 
Administration 

Office of Hazardous Materials Safety; 
Notice of Applications for Modification 
of Exemptions or Applications to 
Become a Party to an Exemption 

agency: Research and Special Programs 
Administration, DOT. 

action: List of Application for 
Modification of Exemptions or 


Applications to Become a Party to an 
Exemption. 


summary: In accordance with the 
procedures governing the application 
for, and the processing of, exemptions 
from the Department of Transportation’s 
Hazardous Materials Regulations (49 
CFR part 107, subpart B), notice is 
hereby given that the Office of 
Hazardous Materials Safety has 
received the applications described 
herein. This notice is abbreviated to 
expedite docketing and public notice. 
Because the sections affected, modes of 
transportation, and the nature of 
applications have been shown in earlier 
Federal Register publications, they are 
not repeated here. Requests for 
modifications of exemptions (e.g., to 
provide for additional hazardous 
materials, packaging design changes, 
additional mode of transportation, etc.) 
are described in footnotes to the 
application number. Application 
numbers with the suffix "X” denote a 
modification request. Application 
numbers with the suffix *'P” denote a 
party to request. These applications 
have been separated from the new 
applications for exemptions to facilitate 
processing. 

DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before March 30,1992. 

ADDRESS comments TO: Dockets Unit, 
Research and Special Programs 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Transportation Washington, DC 20590. 

Comments should refer to the 
application number and be submitted in 
triplicate. If confirmation of receipt of 
comments is desired, include a self- 
addressed stamped postcard showing 
the exemption number. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Copies of the applications are available 
for inspection in the Dockets Unit, room 
8426, Nassif Building, 400 7th Street SW.. 
Washington, DC 


Application 

No. 

Applicant 

Renewal 

of 

exemption 

6611-X.. 

Air Products and 
Chemicals. Inc., 
Allentown. PA *. 

6611 

6686-X. 

Chilton Metal Products 
Div.. Western 
Industries. Chilton. 

Wl *. 

6686 

8556-X.. .. 

Air Products and 
Chemicals. Inc., 
Allentown. PA * 

8556 

8814-X. 

Structural Composites 
Industries. Pomona. 
CA«. 

8814 

8956-X. 

Oif Mock Company. 
Conroe. TX *. 

6956 
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Application 

No. 

Applicant 

Renewal 

of 


exemption 

9886-X .. 

ABB Advanced Battery 
Systems Inc.. 

9888 



Mississauga. 

Ontario, CN •. 



1 To modify the exception to decrease design 
pressure on non-OOT specification portable tanks 
from 1 Mi to 1 for shipment of helium, refrigerated 
liquid 

2 To modify the exemption to rndude cargo vessel 
as an additional mode of transportation 

3 To modify the exemption to provide for 
overstowage of portable tanks containing helium, 
refrigerated liquid. 

4 To modify the exemption to increase the maxi¬ 
mum service pressure from 3000 to 5000 pstg for 
cylinders with higher service pressure in the water 
capacity range of 100 to 200 lbs . for shipment of 
certain flammable or nonflammable gas. 

5 To modify the exemption to increase disks burst 

S essure from 1800 psi. to up to 2800 psi.. on non- 
0T specification cylinders tor shipment of flamma¬ 
ble liquids; flammable or nonflammable gases. 

•To increase sodium content per cert from 50 to 
80 increase cells per enclosure from 360 to 480 and 
to add rail, water and cargo aircraft as additional 
modes of transportation. 


Application 

Applicant 

Parties to 
exemption 

5403-P.. 

Brown & Root 

Industnal Services, 
Inc.. Houston, TX. 

5403 

6614-P. 

Miami Products and 
Chemical Co.. 

Dayton. OH. 

6614 

6691-P. 

Arkansas Specialty 
Company. Inc.. El 
Dorado. AR. 

6691 

6691-P. 

Wakeman Industries, 
Inc.. Claremont, NH. 

6691 

6691-P_ 

Industrial Gas 

Products, frxx, 
Shreveport. LA 

6691 

6762-P. 

Aqua Labor atones. 

Inc., Amesbury. MA. 

6762 

7052-P. 

Graseby Dynamics 

Ltd., Watford, Herts. 
England. 

7052 

7835-P... 

Oxygen Service Co , 

Inc.. Orange. CA 

7835 

7835-P_ 

Post Wetting Supply 
Company, 

Birmingham. AL. 

7836 

8445-P.. 

K & B Trucking. Inc., 
Hatfield. PA. 

8445 

8445-P_ 

DowElanco. 

Indianapolis. IN. 

8445 

8451-P_ 

Tracor Aerospace. 

Inc.. East Camden. 
AR. 

8451 

8554-P. 

Jack B. Kelley. Inc., 
Woods Cross. UT. 

8554 


Application 


8554-P_ 

8554-P. 

8723-P„. 

8983-P_ 


8988-P. 

9222-P_ 

9507-P—... 
9723-P_ 

9751-P_ 


9781-P... 

9781-P_ 

9781-P.... 
9819-P_ 

9991-P.... 

9997-P.... 

10020-P.. 

1002 2-P.. 
10325-P. 


Applicant 


Explosives Supply 
Incorporated, 
Rmgwood, NJ. 

John Joseph. Inc.. 
Ringwood. NJ. 

Sandex. Inc., Las 
Vegas. NV. 

Davis Great Guns 
Logging. Inc., 
Wichita. KS. 

Brown 8 Root 
Industrial Services, 
Houston. TX. 

Laidiaw Environmental 
Services. Inc., 
Columbia, SC. 

Gas Tech. Inc.. 
Milwaukee. Wl. 

Enviro-Chem 
Environmental 
Services. Inc., Apex, 
NC. 

Implo Technologies 
Inc., Uroonville, 
Ontario. CN. 

DPC Industries, Inc., 
Houston. TX. 

DXI Industries. Inc., 
Houston, TX. 

DX Systems Company. 
Houston. TX. 

Brown & Root 
Industrial Services 
Houston, TX. 

TRW Vehicle Safety 
Systems Inc.. 
Washington. ML 

Homady 
Manufacturing 
Company, Grand 
Island. NE. 

Clean Earth 
Manufacturing. Inc. 
Birmingham, AL. 

Gas Tech. Inc.. 
Milwaukee, WL 

Compagnie Des 
Containers 
Reservoirs, 92080 
Pahs. France. 


Parties to 
exemption 


8554 

8554 

8723 

8988 

8988 

Q39? 

9507 

9723 

9751 

9781 

9781 

9781 

9819 

9991 

9997 

10020 

10022 

10325 


This notice of receipt of applications for 
renewal of exemptions and for party to an 
exemption is published In accordance with 
part 107 of the Hazardous Materials 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1806; 49 CFR 
1.53(e)). 


Issued in Washington. DC. on March 9. 
1992. 

|. Suzanne Hedgepeth, 

Chief, Exemptions Branch, Office of 
Hazardous Materials Exemptions and 
Approvals . 

[FR Doc. 92-5918 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 4910-40-M 


Research and Special Programs 
Administration, 

Office of Hazardous Materials Safety, 
Notice of Applications for Exemptions 

AGENCY: Research and Special Programs 
Administration. DOT. 
action: List of Applicants for 
Exemptions. 

summary: In accordance with the 
procedures governing the application 
for, and the processing of, exemptions 
from the Department of Transportation’s 
Hazardous Materials Regulations (49 
CFR part 107, subpart B), notice is 
hereby given that the Office of 
Hazardous Materials Transportation has 
received the applications described 
herein. Each mode of transportation for 
which a particular exemption is 
requested is indicated by a number in 
the "Nature of Applications" portion of 
the table below as follows: 1—Motor 
vehicle. 2—Rail fright, 3—Cargo vessel, 
4— Cargo-only aircraft. 5—Passenager- 
carrying aircraft. 

dates: Comments must be received on 
or before (April 13.1992.) 

ADDRESS COMMENTS TO: Dockets 
Branch, Research and Special Programs 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Transportation Washington, DC 2059d. 

Comments should refer to the 
application number and be submitted in 
triplicate. If confirmation of receipt of 
comments is desired, include a self- 
addressed stamped postcard showing 
the exemption application number. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: Copies of 
the applications are available for 
inspection in the Dockets Branch, room 
8426, Nassif Building. 400 7th Street, SW. 
Washington, DC. 


New Exemptions 


Application No. 

Applicant 

Regulations) affected 

Nature of exemption thereof 

10745-N.. 

Air Transport. International. Inc., Little 
Rock, AR. 

49 CFR 172.101. 172.11. 172.204(cX3). 
173.27, 175.30(a)(1), 175.320(b) 

To authorize the transportation of Class A. B. and C 
explosives which are forbidden for shipment by csrgo 
aircraft or exceed quantity bn*tabors authorized tor 

10747-N. 

Shell Oil Company. Houston. TX. 

49 CFR 171.2(b)+ (c). 173.22(a)(2). 

173.28(c)(2). 

cargo aircraft. (Mode 4.) 

To authorize the transportation of a 1200 gallon non-DOT 
specification trailer mounted meter prover tank with 
residual vapors of flammable or combustible liquids. 
(Mode 1.) 
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New Exemptions—C ontinued 


Application No. 


Applicant 


Regulation(s) affected 


10751-N... 


Ireco. Incorporated. Salt Lake City. UT 


49 CFR 177.848. 


Nature of exemption thereof 


To authorize the transportation of oxidizers and high 
explosives contained m a separate compartment in the 


10752-N. 

10753-N. 

10754-N. 

10755-N. 


10756-N. 

10757-N. 

10758-N 


Miami Products and Chemical Company. 
Dayton. OH. 

Pestcon Systems. Inc., Raleigh, NC. 


Kern Testing A Inspection Corporation, 
Bakersfield. CA. 


Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing 
Company, (3M) St. Paul, MN. 


Taylor-Wharton Cryogenics, Theodore. AL... 


BW/IP International, Inc. Van Nuys, CA.. 
PML Microbiologicals Spokane. WA. 


49 CFR 172.300, 172.400, 177.848. 178 
49 CFR 172.500(f), 172.504 ... 


49 CFR 173.415.. 


49 CFR 172.203, 172.400, 

172.504, 173118, 173.153. 
173.25. 173 345, 173.346, 

173.364. 173.370. 173.377, 
174.460. 174.580, 174.680, 

175.3. 175.33, 175.630(a) + (b). 
176.419, 176.600, 177 841. 

49 CFR 172.203. 173,318. 

176.30. 176.76(h). 


172,402 
173.244, 
173.359. 
174.380, 
175.25, 
176 331. 

173.320, 


same vehicle. (Mode 1.) 

To authorize the transportation of corrosive material and 
oxidizers exempted from segregation criteria. (Mode 1.) 

To authorize transportation of aluminum phosphide, 
classed as a flammable solid, in private owned pest 
control vehicles without placards. (Mode 41.) 

To exempt from testing a non-DOT specification box 
constructed of 19 inch gauge steel sheeting with electri¬ 
cally welded seams for use in transporting radioactive 
material (Mode 1.) 

To authorize the manufacture, mark, and sell of specially 
designed composite type packaging for use in transport¬ 
ing limited quantities of vanous classes of hazardous 
materials without labels and placards. (Modes 1. 2. 3, 4. 
5) 


To authorize the transportation of a non-DOT specification 
doubled vacuum portable tank with a working pressure 
of 20 psig. for transportation of argon and nitrogen. 


49 CFR 173.302(a)(4), 175.3. 178.65 
49 CFR 172.101, 173.153. 


(Mode 1,3.) 

To authonze the manufacture, mark and sell of non-DOT 
specification cylinder for a one-time shipment of helium, 
classed as nonflammable gas. (Mode 1. 2, 4.) 

To authorize the shipment of 0.74 grams of sodium 
borohydride. flammable solid, dangerous when wet. 
contained in a specially designed packaging, as essen¬ 
tially nonregulated. (Mode 1, 2, 3. 4.) 


This notice of receipt of applications for 
new exemptions is published in accordance 
with part 107 of the Hazardous Materials 
Transportations Act (49 U.S.C. 1806; 49 CFR 
1.53(e)). 

Issued in Washington. DC, on March 9, 
1992. 

|. Suzanne Hedgepeth. 

Chief. Exemptions Branch, Office of 
Hazardous Materials Exemptions and 
Approvals. 

[FR Doc. 92-5917 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILUNQ COOC 4910-6041# 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Office of Thrift Supervision 

Alpha Indian Rock Federal Savings 
and Loan Association Appointment of 
Conservator 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 
5(d)(2)(B) and (H) of the Home Owners’ 
Loan Act, the Office of Thrift 
Supervision has duly appointed the 
Resolution Trust Corporation as sole 
Conservator for Alpha Indian Rock 
Federal Savings and Loan Association, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, on February 
28,1992. 

Dated: March 9.1992. 


By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 
Nadine Y. Washington, 

Corporate Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5887 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILLING COOE 6720-0141 


Irvington Federal Savings Bank; 
Appointment of Conservator 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 
5(d)(2)(B) and (H) of the Home Owners’ 
Loan Act, the Office of Thrift 
Supervision has duly appointed the 
Resolution Trust Corporation as sole 
Conservator for Irvington Federal 
Savings Bank, Glen Bumie, Maryland, 
on February 28.1992. 

Dated: March 9.1992 

By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 

Nadine Y. Washington, 

Corporate Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5888 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 
BILUNG COOC 6720-0141 


Lemont Federal Savings Association 
Lemont, IL; Appointment of 
Conservator 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 5 
(d)(2)(B) and (H) of the Home Owners’ 
Loan Act, the Office of Thrift 
Supervision has duly appointed the 


Resolution Trust Corporation as sole 
Conservator for Lemont Federal Savings 
Association, Lemont, Illinois, on 
February 28.1992. 

Dated: March 9,1992 

By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 

Nadine Y. Washington, 

Corporate Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5889 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am| 
BILUNG COOC 6720-0141 


Ludington Federal Savings Bank, 
Notice of Replacement of Conservator 
With a Receiver 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in subdivision 
(F) of section 5(d)(2) of the Home 
Owners’ Loan Act, the Office of Thrift 
Supervision duly replaced the 
Resolution Trust Corporation as 
Conservator for Ludington Federal 
Savings Bank, Ludington, Michigan 
(“Association”), with the Resolution 
Trust Corporation as sole Receiver for 
the Association on February 7,1992. 

Dated: March 9.1992. 

By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 

Nadine Y. Washington, 

Corporate Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5898 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6720-0141 
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United Savings of America, F.A., 
Notice of Appointment of Receiver 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 
5(d)(2)(A) of the Home Owners’ Loan 
Act, the Office of Thrift Supervision has 
duly appointed the Resolution Trust 
Corporation as sole Receiver for United 
Savings of America, F.A.. Melbourne, 
Florida, OTS No. 5078, on February 7, 
1992. 

Dated: March 9.1992. 

By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 

Nadine Y. Washington, 

Corporate Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5899 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 amj 
BILLING CODE 6720-01-M 


Vista Federal Savings Association; 
Notice of Appointment of Conservator 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 5 
(d)(2) (B) and (H) of the Home Owners’ 
Loan Act, the Office of Thrift 
Supervision has duly appointed the 
Resolution Trust Corporation as sole 
Conservator for Vista Federal Savings 
Association, Reston, Virginia, on 
February 28,1992. 

Dated: March 9,1992. 

By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 

Nadine Y. Washington. 

Corporate Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5886 Filed 3-12r-92; 8:45 am] 
BILLING COOE *720-01-11 


Alpha Indian Rock Savings and Loan 
Association; Appointment of Receiver 

Notice i9 hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 
5(d)(2)(C) of the Home Owners’ Loan 
Act, the Office of Thrift Supervision has 
duly appointed the Resolution Trust 
Corporation es sole Receiver for Alpha 
Indian Rock Savings and Loan 
Association, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
OTS No. 6590, on February 28,1992. 

Dated; March 9 1992. 

By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 

Nadine Y. Washington, 

Corporate Secretory. 

(FR Doc. 92-5890 Filed 3-12-92. 8:45 am) 
BILLING COOE 6720-01-M 


Centre Savings Association, F.A.; 
Replacement of Conservator with a 
Receiver 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in subdivision 
(F) of section 5(d)(2) of the Home 
Owners* Loan Act. the Office of Thrift 


Supervision duly replaced the 
Resolution Trust Corporation as 
Conservator for Centre Savings 
Association, F.A., Arlington, Texas 
(“Association”), with the Resolution 
Trust Corporation as sole Receiver for 
the Association on February 21,1992. 

Dated: March 9.1992. 

By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 
Nadine Y. Washington, 

Corporate Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 92-5891 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 
BILLING COOE *720-01-11 


Century Federal Savings Bank, FSB; 
Replacement of Conservator With a 
Receiver 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in subdivision 
(F) of section 5(d)(2) of the Home 
Owners* Loan Act, the Office of Thrift 
Supervision duly replaced the 
Resolution Trust Corporation as 
Conservator for Century Federal 
Savings Bank, FSB, Chicago, Illinois 
(“Association”), with the Resolution 
Trust Corporation as sole Receiver for 
the Association on January 31.1992. 

Dated: March 9,1992. 

By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 

Nadine Y. Washington, 

Corporate Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5892 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6720-01-M 


Co-Operative Federal Savings Bank; 
Notice of Replacement of Conservator 
With a Receiver 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority contained in subdivision 
(F) of section 5(d)(2) of the Home 
Owners' Loan Act, the Office of Thrift 
Supervision duly replaced the 
Resolution Trust Corporation as 
Conservator for Co-Operative Federal 
Savings Bank, Westmont, Illinois 
(“Association”) with the resolution 
Trust Corporation as sole Receiver for 
the Association on December 13.1991. 
Dated: March 9. 1992. 

By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 

Nadine Y. Washington, 

Corporate Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5885 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 6720-01-M 


Executive Savings Bank, FSB; 
Replacement of Conservator With a 
Receiver 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in subdivision 
(F) of section 5(d)(2) of the Home 


Owners' Loan Act. the Office of Thrift 
Supervision duly replaced the 
Resolution Trust Corporation as 
Conservator for Executive Savings 
Bank, FSB, Marina Del Rey. California 
("Association”), with the resolution 
Trust Corporation as sole Receiver for 
the Association on February 28,1992. 

Dated: March 9,1992. 

By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 
Nadine Y. Washington, 

Corporate Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5882 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILUNG COOE 6720-01-M 


Fidelity Federal Savings and Loan 
Association; Appointment of Receiver 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 
5(d)(2) of the Home Owners’ Loan Act. 
the Office of Thrift Supervision has duly 
appointed the Resolution Trust 
Corporation as sole Receiver for Fidelity 
Federal Savings and Loan Association, 
Austin, Texas, OTS No. 9320, on 
February 7,1992. 

Dated: March 9.1992. 

By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 

Nadine Y. Washington, 

Corporate Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 92-5893 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 amj 
BILLING CODE 6720-01-M 


First Commerce Savings Bank, FSB; 
Replacement of Conservator with a 
Receiver 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in subdivision 
(F) of section 5(d)(2) of the Home 
Owners* Loan Act, the Office of Thrift 
Supervision duly replaced the 
Resolution Trust Corporation as 
Conservator for First Commerce Savings 
Bank, FSB, Lowell, Indiana 
(“Association”) with the Resolution 
Trust Corporation as sole Receiver for 
the Association on February 7,1992. 

Dated: March 9,1992. 

By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 

Nadine Y. Washington, 

Corporate Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5894 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 
BILLING CODE 6720-01-M 


First Federal Savings Association of 
Chickasha; Replacement of 
Conservator with a Receiver 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in subdivision 
(F) of section 5(d)(2) of the Home 
Owners’ Loan Act, the Office of Thrift 
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Supervision duly replaced the 
Resolution Trust Corporation as 
Conservator for First Federal Savings 
Association of Chickasha. Chickasha, 
Oklahoma ('‘Association’'), with the 
Resolution Trust Corporation as sole 
Receiver for the Association on 
February 7.1992. 

Dated: March 9,1992. 

By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 
Nadine Y. Washington, 

Corporate Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 92-5895 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 
BILLING COOE 6720-01-M 


Irvington Federal Savings and Loan 
Association; Appointment of Receiver 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 
5(d)(2)(A) of the Home Owners’ Loan 
Act. the Office of Thrift Supervision has 
duly appointed the Resolution Trust 
Corporation as sole Receiver for 
Irvington Federal Savings and Loan 
Association, Baltimore, Maryland, OTS 
No. 1903. on February 28,1992. 

Dated: March 9,1992. 

By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 

Nadine Y. Washington, 

Corporate Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 92-5896 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOE 6720-01-M 


Lemont Savings Association, Lemont, 
IL; Appointment of Receiver 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 5 
(d)(2)(C) of the Home Owners’ Loan Act. 
the Office of Thrift Supervision has duly 
appointed the Resolution Trust 
Corporation as sole Receiver for Lemont 
Savings Association, Lemont, Illinois, 
OTS No. 6239, on February 28,1992. 
Dated: March 9.1992. 

By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 

Nadine Y. Washington. 

Corporate Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 92-5897 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6720-01-M 


New Metropolitan Federal Savings 
Bank; Replacement of Conservator 
with a Receiver 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in subdivision 
(F) of Section 5 (d)(2) of the Home 
Owners’ Loan Act, the Office of Thrift 
Supervision duly replaced the 
Resolution Trust Corporation as 
Conservator for New Metropolitan 
Federal Savings Bank, Hialeah, Florida 
("Association”), with the Resolution 


Trust Corporation as sole Receiver for 
the Association on February 28,1992. 

Dated: March 9.1992. 

By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 
Nadine Y. Washington, 

Corporate Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5884 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOE 6720-01-M 


Republic Savings Bank, FSB; 
Replacement of Conservator With a 
Receiver 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in subdivision 
(F) of section 5(d)(2) of the Home 
Owners’ Loan Act, the Office of Thrift 
Supervision duly replaced the 
Resolution Trust Corporation as 
Conservator for Republic Savings Bank, 
FSB, Rockville, Maryland 
(‘‘Association’’), with the Resolution 
Trust Corporation as sole Receiver for 
the Association on February 28,1992. 

Dated: March 9,1992. 

By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 

Nadine Y. Washington, 

Corporate Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5883 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 
BILLING CODE 6720-01-1* 


Vista Federal Savings Bank; 
Appointment of Receiver 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 
5(d)(2)(A) of the Home Onwer’s Loan 
Act. the Office of Thrift Supervision has 
duly appointed the Resolution Trust 
Corporation as sole Receiver for Vista 
Federal Savings Bank, Reston. Virginia, 
OTS No. 8207, on February 28,1992. 
Dated: March 9.1992. 

By the Office of Thrift Supervision. 

Nadine Y. Washington. 

Corporate Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-5881 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 
BILLING CODE 6720-01-M 


OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES 
TRADE REPRESENTATIVE 

Trade Policy Staff Committee (TPSC); 
Request for Comments Concerning 
Foreign Government Discrimination in 
Procurement 

agency: Office of the United States 
Trade Representative. 
action: Notice of request for public 
comments. 

summary: This notice requests written 
submissions from the public concerning 
discrimination against United States 


products and services by foreign 
governments in their procurement 
practices. This information will be used 
in compiling the annual report on foreign 
discrimination in government 
procurement specified by section 305 of 
the Trade Agreements Act of 1979 
(Trade Agreements Act), as amended by 
title VII of the Omnibus Trade and 
Competitiveness Act of 1988 (19 U.S.C. 
2515). 

Section 305 of the Trade Agreements 
Act specifies that the President submit 
an annual report on the extent to which 
foreign countries discriminate against 
United States products or services in 
making government procurements. In the 
annual report, the President is required 
to identify any countries that; 

(i) Are Signatories to the GATT 
Agreement on Government Procurement 
(Agreement) and are not in compliance 
with the requirements of the Agreement; 

(ii) Are Signatories to the Agreement 
and are in compliance with the 
Agreement, but that maintain a 
significant and persistent pattern or 
practice of discrimination in the 
government procurement of products or 
services from the United States not 
covered by the Agreement, which 
results in identifiable harm to U.S. 
business, and whose products or 
services are acquired in significant 
amounts by the United States 
Government; or 

(iii) Are not Signatories to the 
Agreement and maintain a significant 
and persistent pattern or practice of 
discrimination in government 
procurement of products or services 
from the United States, which results in 
identifiable harm to U.S. business, and 
whose products or services are acquired 
in significant amounts by the United 
States Government. 

The functions vested in the President 
under section 305 of the Trade 
Agreements Act were delegated to the 
United States Trade Representative 
(USTR) pursuant to section 4-101 of 
Executive Order 12661 (54 FR 779). 

On February 21.1992, the 
Administration, as a result of an "Early 
Review’’ which it conducted, formally 
identified the European Community for 
the discriminatory procurement policies 
of government-owned 
telecommunications and electrical 
utilities in certain EC member states. 
Specifically cited was the EC's "Utilities 
Directive." Information provided for the 
Early Review need not be resubmitted. 

dates: Submissions containing the 
information described below must be 
received on or before March 30,1992. 
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addresses: Comments must be 
submitted to the Executive Secretary, 
Trade Policy Staff Committee. Office of 
the United States Trade Representative, 
600 17th Street NW. Washington, DC 
20506, and must include not less than 
twenty (20) copies. Submissions will be 
available for public inspection by 
appointment with the staff of the USTR 
Public Reading Room, except for 
information granted "business 
confidential" status pursuant to 15 CFR 
2003.6. Any business confidential 
material must be clearly marked as such 
and accompanied by a nonconfidential 
summary thereof. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Richard Meier, Deputy Assistant United 
States Trade Representative for GATT 
Affairs, at (202) 395-6843. Legal 
questions should be directed to Sanford 
Reback, Assistant General Counsel, at 
(202) 395-7203. 

SUPPLEMENTARY information: Section 
305 of the Trade Agreements Act 
specifies that the annual report be 
submitted no later than April 30,1992. 
and annually thereafter through 1996, to 
the appropriate Committees of the 
House of Representatives and the 
Senate. The USTR is required to request 
consultations with any countries 
identified in the report to obtain their 
compliance with the Agreement or the 
elimination of their discriminatory 
procurement practices. 

USTR invites submissions from 
interested parties concerning foreign 
government procurement practices that 
should be considered in developing the 
annual report. Pursuant to section 


305(d)(5) of the Trade Agreements Act, 
submissions are sought from any 
interested parties in the United States 
and in countries that are Signatories to 
the Agreement, as well as in other 
foreign countries whose products or 
services are acquired in significant 
amounts by the United States 
Government. 

Each submission should provide, in 
order, the following general information: 

(1) The party submitting the information; 

(2) the foreign country or countries that 
are the subject of the submission and 
the entities of each subject country’s 
government whose practices are being 
identified, and (3) the U.S. products or 
services that are affected by the non- 
compliance or discrimination. 

Each submission should provide, in 
order, the following specific information 
on non-compliance with the Agreement 
or discrimination: (1) The circumstances 
under which discrimination has 
occurred, including information 
regarding the date and nature of 
procurement(s) where discrimination 
was encountered; (2) policies or 
practices which are deemed to be 
discriminatory (where possible, include 
copies of discriminatory laws, policies 
or regulations), and (3) the extent to 
which noncompliance with the Code or 
discrimination has impeded the ability 
of U.S. supplies to participate in 
procurements on terms comparable to 
those available to suppliers of the 
country in question when they are 
seeking to sell goods or services to the 
United States Government. Wherever 
possible, submissions should address 
the extent to which countries identified: 


(i) Use sole-sourcing or otherwise 
noncompetitive procedures for 
procurements that could have been 
conducted using competitive procedures; 

(ii) conduct what normally would have 
been one procurement as two or more 
procurements, in order to decrease the 
anticipated contract value below the 
Agreement’s value threshold or to make 
the procurement less attractive to U.S. 
businesses; (iii) announce procurement 
opportunities providing inadequate time 
for U.S. businesses to submit bids, and 
(iv) employ specifications in such a way 
as to limit the ability of U.S. suppliers to 
participate in procurements. 

Finally, each submission should: (1) 
Identify requirements of the Agreement 
which are not being observed by a 
country identified or describe how the 
country has maintained a significant 
and persistent pattern or practice of 
discrimination in government 
procurement; (2) identify the specific 
impact of the discriminatory policy or 
practice on United States businesses 
(including an estimate of the value of 
market opportunities lost and, if any, the 
cost of preparing bids which are 
rejected during the course of a 
procurement evaluation for 
discriminatory reasons), and (3) 
describe the extent to which the 
products or services of the country 
identified are acquired in significant 
amounts by the United States 
Government. 

David Weiss, 

Chairman, Trade Policy Staff Committee. 

|FR Doc. 92-5977 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 ami 

BILLING CODE 3190-Ot-M . 
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Sunshine Act Meetings 


Federal Register 
Vol. 57. No. 50 
Friday. March 15. 1092 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices of meetings published 
under the •‘Government m the Sunshine 
Act” (Pub. L. 94-409) 5 U.S.C. 552b(e)(3). 


FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Notice of Change in Subject Matter of 
Agency Meeting 
Pursuant to the provisions of 
subsection (e)(2) of the “Government in 
the Sunshine Act” (5 U.S.C. 552(e)(2)), 
notice is hereby given that at its open 
meeting held at 10:03 a.m. on Tuesday. 
March 10.1992, the Corporation's Board 
of Directors determined, on motion of 
director CC. Hope, Jr. (Appointive), 
seconded by Director T. Timothy Ryan. 
Jr. (Office of Thrift Supervision), 
concurred in by Vice Chairman Andrew 
C. Hove, Jr.. Director Stephen R. 
Steinbrink (Acting Comptroller of the 
Currency), and Chairman William 
Taylor, that Corporation business 
required the withdrawal from the 
agenda for consideration at the meeting, 
on less than seven days’ notice to the 
public, of the following matter: 

Memorandum and resolution re: 
Delegations of Authority to the Resolution 
Trust Corporation’s Division of FSL1C 
Operations. 

The Board further determined, by the 
same majority vote, that no earlier 
notice of the change in the subject 
matter of the meeting was practicable. 

Dated: March 10,1992. 

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 
Robert E. Feldman, 

Deputy Executive Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 92-6024 Filed 3-11-02; 9:01 am) 

BILLING CODE 6714-01-41 


FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Notice of Change in Subject Matter of 
Agency Meeting 
Pursuant to the provisions of 
subsection (e)(2) of the “Government in 
the Sunshine Act” (5 U.S.C. 552(e)(2)), 
notice is hereby given that at its closed 
meeting held at 10:20 a.m. on Tuesday, 
March 10,1992, the Corporation’s Board 
of Directors determined, on motion of 
Director C.C. Hope, Jr. (Appointive), 
seconded by Director T. Timothy Ryan. 
Jr. (Office of Thrift Supervision), 
concurred in by Director Stephen R. 
Steinbrink (Acting Comptroller of the 


Currency). Vice Chairman Andrew C. 
Hove. Jr., and Chairman William Taylor, 
that Corporation business required the 
addition to the agenda for consideration 
at the meeting, on less than seven days’ 
notice to the public, of matters relating 
to the Corporation’s assistance 
agreements with certain Financial 
institutions. 

The Board further determined, by the 
same majority vote, that no earlier 
notice of the change in the subject 
matter of the meeting was practicable; 
that the public interest did not require 
consideration of the matters in a 
meeting open to public observation; and 
that the matters could be considered in 
a closed meeting by authority of 
subsections (c)(4). (c)(8), (c)(9)(A)(ii), 
(c)(9)(B), and (c)(10) of the “Government 
in the Sunshine Act” (5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(4), 
(c)(8). (c)(9)(A)(ii), (c)(9)(B). and (c)(10)). 

Dated: March 10.1992. 

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 
Robert E. Feldman, 

Deputy Executive Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 92-6025 Filed 3-11-92; 9:01 am] 

BILUNG CODE 6714-01-11 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
time AND DATE: 10:00 a.m. March 18. 
1992. 

PLACE: Hearing Room One. 1100 L 
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20573- 
0001. 

STATUS: Open. 

MATTER(S) TO be CONSIDERED: Review 
of Agency Restrictions on Amendments 
to Service Contracts and Acceptance of 
Worldwide Service Contracts. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Joseph C. Polking, 
Secretary, (202) 523-5725. 

Joseph C. Polking, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 92-6023 Filed 3-10-92; 4:41 pm] 

BIUJNG CODE 6730-01-41 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION 

Agency Meeting 

FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION OF 

PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: [57 FR 8383 

March 9,1992] 

status: Open meeting. 

PLACE: 450 Fifth Street. NW.. 
Washington, DC. 

DATE PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED: 
Wednesday, march 4,1992. 


CHANGE IN THE meeting: Additional 
items. 

The following items were 
inadvertently omitted from the notice of 
the Commission's open meeting to be 
held March 11,1992, announced in 57 FR 
8383, March 9.1992. 

Consideration of whether to send to 
Congress proposed legislation that 
would amend: 

The Investment Company Act of 1940 
to: 

(1) lessen restrictions in both the 
exception from the Act’s regulation for 
“private” investment companies (section 
3(c)(1)) and the exemption for 
“intrastate” investment companies 
(section 6(d)); 

(2) add two new provisions, one 
excepting companies whose securities 
are held exclusively by sophisticated 
investors, as defined by the 
Commission, and the other exempting 
certain state-regulated business and 
industrial development companies; 

(3) to reduce the extent to which 
business development companies have 
to provide managerial assistance to 
small businesses, allow business 
development companies flexibility in 
acquiring portfolio securities from 
persons other than the issuer, permit 
business development companies to 
issue multiple classes of publicly held 
debt, and allow business development 
companies more flexibility in issuing 
warrants, options, and rights. 

The Securities Act of 1933 to: 

(1) increase the dollar limit of 
offerings over which the Commission 
ha9 exemptive authority under Section 
3(b) from $5,000,000 to $10,000,000. 

Commissioner Schapiro. as duty 
officer, determined that Commission 
business required the above change and 
that no earlier notice thereof was 
possible. 

At times, changes in Commission 
priorities require alterations in the 
scheduling of meeting items. For further 
information and to ascertain what, if 
any. matters have been added, deleted 
or postponed, please contact: Holly 
Smith at (202) 272-2100. 

Dated: March 10.1992. 

Jonathan G. Katz, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 92-6060 Filed 3-11-92; 12:18 pm| 

BILUNG CODE 8010-01-41 
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Corrections 


Federal Register 

Vol. 57, No. 50 
Friday, March 13, 1992 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains editorial corrections of previously 
published Presidential, Rule, Proposed 
Rule, and Notice documents. These 
corrections are prepared by the Office of 
the Federal Register. Agency prepared 
corrections are issued as signed 
documents and appear in the appropriate 
document categories elsewhere in the 
issue. 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 

Food and Drug Administration 

21 CFR Part 546 

Animal Drugs, Feeds, and Related 
Products; Change of Sponsor 

Correction 

In rule document 92-4926 appearing on 
page 7651 in the issue of Wednesday, 
March 4,1992, make the following 
correction: 

§ 546.l80d [Amended! 

In the third column, the section 
heading should read as set forth above. 

BILLING COOE 1505-01*0 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 

Health Care Financing Administration 

42 CFR Part 483 

[BDP-488-P] 

RIN 0935-AD81 

Medicare and Medicaid Programs; 
Omnibus Nursing Home Requirements 

Correction 

In proposed rule document 92-1510 
beginning on page 4516, in the issue of 
Wednesday, February 5,1992, make the 
following corrections: 

§483.13 [Corrected] 

1. On page 4531, in the first column, in 
§ 483.13(a)(5)(i)(D), "(D)” should read 
“(E)”. 

2. On the same page, in the same 
column, § 483.13(a)(5)(i)(D) was omitted 

and should read as follows: “(D) 
Adequate drug monitoring has 
occurred; 4 ’. 

BILLING COOE 1505-01*0 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Internal Revenue Service 
26 CFR Part 1 

[TD 8385] 

RIN 1545-AP75 

Allocations Attributable to Partnership 
Nonrecourse Liabilities 

Correction 

In rule document 91-30843 beginning 
on page 66978 in the issue of Friday, 
December 27,1991, make the following 
corrections: 

1. On page 66979, in the 1st column, in 
the 3d paragraph, in the 12th line, 
“regulation’ * 1 2 * 4 should read '’regulations”. 

2. On page 66980, in the third column, 
in the third paragraph, in the sixth line 
from the bottom, remove “still 44 . 

3. On page 66981, in the first column, 
in the third line from the top of the page, 
after the word “are” insert “still". 

4. On the same page, in the same 
column, in the 2d full paragraph, in the 
13th line, “partner’s 4 ’ should read 
“partners’”. 

5. On page 66982, in the second 
column, in the third line from the bottom 
of the page, “But” should read “Both”. 

§1.704-2 [Corrected] 

6. In § 1.704-2(a), in the table of 
contents, in (f)(2), in the seventh line, 
remove “capital” and in (f)(3), in the 
fifth line, insert “capital” after “certain”. 

7. On page 66984, in the third column, 
in § 1.704-2(d)(4)(ii), in the third line, the 
sentence beginning with “See paragraph 
***” should be set flush, and in the 
seventh line after “increases” insert “or 
decreases”. 

8. On page 66985, in the third column, 
in § 1.704-2(f)(7), in Example 7, in the 
first paragraph, in the third line from the 
bottom, “partner’s” should read 
“partners’” 

9. On page 66986, in the First column, 
in § 1.704-2(g)(l)(ii), the second 
paragraph should be set flush; and in the 
first line, “§ 1.704(b)(2)(ii)(c/)” should 
read “| 1.704-l(b)(2)(ii)(cf)”. 

10. On page 66987, in the third column, 
in § 1.704-2(j)(l)(i)(B) and (ii)(B), the 
second paragraphs, beginning with 
“Depreciation”, should be set flush. 

11. On page 66988, in the first column, 
in § 1.704-2(j)(2)(i)(B) and (ii)(B), the 
second sentences, beginning with 
“Gain”, should be set flush. 


12. On the same page, in the third 
column, in § 1.704-2(l)(l)(iii)(A), in the 
fourth line from the bottom, “section” 
should read “section)”. 

13. On page 66989: 

a. In the second column, in § 1.704- 
2(l)(3)(ii), the second paragraph should 
be set flush. 

b. In the same column, in § 1.704-2(m), 
in Example 7, in the second line, 
“partnership” should read 
“partnerships”. 

c. In the third column, in § 1.704-2(m), 
in the same example, in the tenth line, 

“§ 1.704-l(b)(2)(ii)(£)(T33)’’ should read 
“§ 1.704-l(b)(2)(ii)(6)(J)”. 

d. In the same column, in § 1.704-2(m), 
in the same example, in the 15th line, 
“section;” should read “section:”. 

e. In the same column, in § 1.704-2(m), 
in the same example, in the third line 
from the end of the paragraph, “percent 
of’ should read “percent to”. 

f. In the same column, in S 1.704-2(m), 
in the same example, in the table, in the 
second and third columns, in the last 
two lines insert “$” before the numeric 
figures. 

g. In the same column, in § 1.704-2(m). 
in the same example, the last paragraph 
should be set flush. 

14. On page 66990: 

a. In the first column, in § 1.704-2(m), 
in Example 7(i), in the table, in the 
second and third columns, in the la^t 
two lines insert “$” before the numeric 
figures but after “(”. 

b. In the same column, in § 1.704-2(m), 
in Example 7(i), in the second full 
paragraph, in the ninth line, “the” was 
misspelled. 

c. In the second column, in § 1.704- 
2(m), in Example 7(ii). in the table, in the 
second and third columns, in the last 
two lines insert “$” before the numeric 
figures but after “(”. 

d. In the same column, in § 1.704-2(m), 
in Example 7(ii), the first full paragraph 
should be set flush; and in the third line 
from the bottom “percent of 4 should 
read “percent to”. 

e. In the third column, in § 1.704-2(m). 
in Example 7(iv), in the table, in the 
second and third columns, in the last 
two lines insert “$” before the numeric 
figures. 

f. In the same column, in § 1.704-2(m). 
in Example 7(v), in the 1st full 
paragraph, “ priority ” should read 

“ priority .”; in the 14th line, “the year” 
should read “that year”; and in the 15th 
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line. "(700,000)" should read 
"($700,000)". 

15. On page 66991: 

a. In the 1st column, in § 1.7Q4-2(m), in 
Example 7(vi), in the 10th line, insert "$" 
before "95,000" but after "("; in the 12th 
line, "expenses" should read "expense"; 
and in the 14th line from the end of the 
paragraph, after "because" remove "of". 

b. In the same column, in the table, in 
the third column. "(18,000" should read 
"(18,000)"; and in the second and third 
columns, in the last two lines insert 
before the numeric figures. 

c. In the same column, the last 
paragraph should be set flush. 

d. In the same paragraph, in the last 
line. "(1,000,000)” should read 
"($1,000,000)" and insert "$" before 
"550,000". 

e. In the 2d column, in S 1.704-2(m), in 
Example l(vi), in the 19th line, 
"(200,000)" should read "($200,000)"; and 
in the third line from the end of the same 
paragraph, insert "$" before "180,000". 

f. In the same column, in the table, 
"(403,000)" should read "($403,000)" and 
"(47,000)" should read "($47,000)". 


16. On page 66992: 

a. In the second column, in § 1.704- 
2(m), in Example 3, in the third and sixth 
lines. "Example 3" should read 
"Example 3" and "Examples 3", 
respectively. 

b. in the same column, in the 23d line 
from the end of the same paragraph, 

"§ 1.704-l(b)(2)(ii)—{*/)" should read 
"§ 1.704-1 (b)(2)(ii)(f/)". 

c. In the same column, in the table, 
insert "$" before "50,000" the last two 
times it appears. 

d. In the same column, in § 1.704-2(m). 
in Example 3, the last paragraph should 
be set flush. 

e. In the third column, in the table, 
insert "$" before "35,000" the last two 
times it appears. 

17. On page 66993: 

a. in the 3d column, in § 1.704-2(m), in 
the 1st full paragraph, in the 10th line, 
"year" should read "year."; and in the 
15th line from the end of the same 
paragraph, insert a comma after 
"agreement". 

b. in the same column, in the table, in 
the heading, "c" should read "C", and in 


the second and fourth columns, 
"(35.000)" should read "($35,000)", and 
there should be a horizontal rule 
inserted before the last line of numbers. 

18. On the same page, in the first 
column, the first paragraph after the 
table, beginning with “Because", should 
be set flush. 

19. On page 66994: 

a. In § 1.704-2(m), in the table, in the 
second and fourth columns. "(75.000)" 
should read "($75,000)", and there 
should be a horizontal rule inserted 
before the last line of numbers. 

b. In the first column, the first 
paragraph should be set flush and in the 
second to last line of the same 
paragraph, a comma should be inserted 
after "year". 

c. In the same column, in the second 
table, a horizontal rule should be 
inserted before the last line of numbers. 

d. In the third column, the last full 
paragraph should be set flush. 

BILLING CODE ISOS-OI-O 








Friday 

March 13, 1992 


Part II 

Department of 
Commerce 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 


15 CFR Chapter IX 

Natural Resource Damage Assessments; 
Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 









































8964 


Federal Register / Vol. 57, No. 50 / Friday, March 13, 1992 / Proposed Rules 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

15CFR Chapter IX 

Natural Resource Damage 
Assessments 

agency: National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), 
Commerce. 

ACTION: Advance notice of proposed 
rulemaking. 

summary: NOAA is providing a status 
report concerning the natural resource 
damage assessment regulations being 
developed under section 1006 of the Oil 
Pollution Act of 1990 and is seeking 
additional comment concerning the 
content and procedures of the future 
regulations. 

dates: Written comments should be 
received no later than April 27,1992. 
addresses: Written comments are to be 
submitted to Randall Luthi, Project 
Manager, or Linda Burlington, Assistant 
Project Manager, Damage Assessment 
Regulations Team (DART). 6001 
Executive Boulevard, room 422, 
Rockville, Maryland 20852. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Randall Luthi. Office of General 
Counsel, NOAA, telephone (202) 377- 
1400, or Linda Burlington, Office of 
General Counsel, DART, 6001 Executive 
Boulevard, room 422, Rockville, 
Maryland 20852, telephone (301) 227- 
6332. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Oil 

Pollution Act of 1990 (OPA), 33 U.S.C. 
2701 et seq., provides for the prevention 
of. liability for, removal of and 
compensation for the discharge, or 
substantial threat of discharge, of oil 
into or upon the navigable waters of the 
United States, adjoining shorelines, or 
the Exclusive Economic Zone. Section 
1006(e) requires the President, acting 
through the Under Secretary of 
Commerce for Oceans and Atmosphere, 
to develop regulations establishing 
procedures for natural resource trustees 
in the assessment of damages for injury 
to. destruction of, loss of, or loss of use 
of natural resources covered by OPA. 
Section 1006(b) provides for the 
designation of Federal, State, Indian 
tribal and foreign natural resource 
trustees to determine resource injuries, 
assess natural resource damages 
(including the reasonable costs of 
assessing damages), present a claim, 
recover damages and develop and 
implement a plan for the restoration, 
rehabilitation, replacement, or 
acquisition of the equivalent of the 


natural resources under their 
trusteeship. 

NOAA has published two Federal 
Register Notices, 55 FR 53478 (December 
28,1990), and 56 FR 8307 (February 28, 
1991), requesting information and 
comments on approaches to developing 
damage assessment procedures. NOAA 
conducted a public meeting on March 
20,1991, to allow additional public 
participation into the process and held 
four regional workshops during 1991 in 
Rockville, Maryland: Houston, Texas; 
San Francisco. California; and Chicago, 
Illinois to learn of regional concerns in 
coastal and inland waters. One 
workshop held in Alexandria, Virginia, 
provided a forum for early discussions 
of various economic issues likely to be 
raised during the damage assessment 
rulemaking process. This Notice briefly 
summarizes the written comments 
received by the agency, summarizes 
many of the specific issues raised at the 
public meeting and workshops, 
identifies NOAA’s possible position on 
many of the issues and invites further 
comment upon the issues addressed in 
this Notice. NOAA emphasizes that the 
possible positions indicated within this 
Notice are for the purpose of inviting 
discussion and comment and do not 
necessarily indicate any Final positions 
or definitive assessment procedures. 
Following a thorough review of all 
comments received as a result of this 
Notice, in addition to those already 
received, NOAA will propose the 
assessment procedures by the statutory 
deadline of August 18,1992. 

The brief summary of oral and written 
comments is provided for background 
information and to indicate to the reader 
the range of views that have been 
expressed concerning possible 
assessment procedures. As such, the 
comments are not responded to by 
NOAA in this Notice. However, all 
comments received will be specifically 
addressed when the assessment/ 
restoration procedures are proposed. 

Introduction 

In addition to specific issues 
identified in the earlier FR notices and 
the public meeting, NOAA raised 
various issues and possible positions 
during the workshops. This Notice 
provides a summary of information, 
concerns, recommendations received 
thus far in this rulemaking process and 
possible NOAA positions concerning 
certain assessment activities. Discussion 
points for the workshops serve as 
headings in this notice. These points 
include: 

—Trustee Coordination 
—Coordination with Response Agencies 


—Coordination with the Public 
—Role of the Responsible Party 
—Preassessment Phase 
—Early Resource Protection and 
Restoration Actions 
—Baseline Determination, Early 
Sampling and Data Collection 
—Coordination with Economists, and 
Economic Issues 

—Range of Assessment Procedures 
—Injury and Pathway Determination 
—Restoration Guidance and Costs 
—Coordination with Legal Counsel 
—Coordination with State Law 
—Use of Sums Recovered 
—Definitions for OPA Regulations 
These issues are certainly not 
inclusive of all of the issues to be 
determined in this rulemaking process, 
nor do they represent all of the issues 
involved in a natural resource damage 
assessment. Therefore, some initial 
explanation of how the agency is 
currently viewing these issues might be 
helpful in order to generate pertinent 
comments. The concepts and issues 
identified in this Notice represent the 
issues the agency considers important to 
discuss before the regulations are 
proposed. Many of the topics in this 
Notice are procedural and involve more 
planning than do technical aspects of an 
assessment. These topics (including 
Trustee Coordination, Coordination with 
Response Agencies, Coordination with 
the Public, Coordination with State Law. 
Coordination with Legal Counsel and 
the Role of the Responsible Party) are 
concepts that will essentially “set the 
tone” for any damage assessment. Many 
aspects of these issues apply to nearly 
all spills and questions of “who is going 
to do what” can be decided, or at least 
planned for, in advance. 

The Preassessment Phase; Early 
Resource Protection and Restoration 
Actions; Baseline Determination, and 
Early Sampling and Data Collection, 
represent activities more technical and 
scientific in nature and are indicative of 
activities that should be completed in 
the first few days and weeks following a 
spill. Also in this scientific and technical 
category is Injury and Pathway 
Determination, which would play a vital 
role in any oil spills requiring a 
comprehensive damage assessment. 

This topic is being brought forward for 
additional comment at this time because 
of its complexity and overall importance 
to any damage assessment scheme. 

The Range of Assessment Procedures 
section indicates the various assessment 
procedures currently being considered 
by NOAA in this rulemaking. After 
these procedures are selected and fully 
developed, they will be submitted for 
additional public review and comment. 
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OPA requires the measure of damages 
to be the costs of restoration, 
rehabilitation, replacement or 
acquisition of the equivalent resources, 
plus the diminution in value of those 
resources, pending restoration. 
Therefore, the Coordination with 
Economists and Economic Issues and 
Restoration Guidance and Costs 
sections represent very important 
aspects of this rulemaking and are being 
presented at this time to generate 
additional comments and discussion 
before the agency proposes the 
assessment regulations. 

The Use of Sums Recovered section 
applies to the trustees’ placement and 
use of any monetary recoveries received 
through OPA. Finally, the Definitions are 
provided for information and comment 

The agency recognizes that there is a 
current set of natural resource damage 
assessment procedures, located at 43 
CFR part 11. that have been 
promulgated by the Department of the 
Interior, authorized under the 
Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act of 1980, as amended (CERCLA). 42 
LLS.C. 9601 et seq. These regulations 
establish an administrative process as 
well as procedures for the assessment of 
damages for injuries to natural 
resources affected by a release of a 
hazardous substance or a discharge of 
oil. These regulations were formulated 
through an extensive rulemaking 
procedure and are the current standard 
for all damage assessments (both oil and 
hazardous substances] until the 
procedures in this rulemaking process 
are developed specifically for oiL After 
the OPA regulations are promulgated, 
the 43 CFR part 11 procedures will still 
be used to assess damages for natural 
resource injuries resulting from a release 
of a hazardous substance. 

The procedures identified in 43 CFR 
part 11 have now been tested in the field 
and provide a solid base from which to 
identify assessment procedures to be 
promulgated under OPA. NOAA has 
asked for comment on the applicability 
to oil spills of 43 CFR part 11. as 
modified by the court decisions of Ohio 
v. U.S. Department of the Interior. 880 
F.2d 432 (DC Cir. 1989) and Colorado v. 
U.S. Deportment of the Interior. 880 F.2d 
481 (DC Cir. 1989). While this OPA 
rulemaking effort is separate and 
distinct from the existing regulation, it is 
possible that concepts from the existing 
regulations could be adopted, adapted 
or added to by NOAA in developing the 
OPA assessment procedures. In 
addition, NOAA and the Department of 
the Interior are coordinating their 
respective rulemakings to ensure 


consistency, when practicable, for the 
trustees and responsible parties in 
conducting natural resource damage 
assessments as a result of either a 
discharge of oil or release of a 
hazardous substance. 

The starting point for NOAA’s 
workshops and this Notice is some 
aspects of the existing natural resource 
damage assessment regulations. 

NOAA’s discussion of the selected 
existing procedures is not intended to be 
exhaustive, nor to suggest changes to 
the existing regulations, but only to 
provide a point of departure for 
discussion of selected issues discussed 
in this Notice. Each section of today's 
Notice begins with a summary of the 
current damage assessment regulations 
as background information. 

Today’s Notice: (1) Summarizes the 
process for each issue under the current 
regulations: (2) summarizes comments 
received to date through the NOAA 
rulemaking and workshop process; (3) 
provides NOAA’s possible proposal on 
each issue for comment and (4) in 
certain cases, provides additional issues 
for comment. 

Discussion of Issues 

Trustee Coordination 

Current Status Under 43 CFR Part 11 

The existing procedures suggest the 
designation of a lead authorized official 
(lead trustee) whenever multiple 
trustees are conducting a joint 
assessment. Designation of a lead 
trustee does not relieve the other 
trustees of their responsibility to protect 
and manage natural resources, but 
ensures coordination among the various 
trustees to avoid duplication of effort 
and/or gaps in the assessment process. 
The lead trustee, therefore, should 
consult with all affected trustees and 
could function as a decisionmaker when 
the trustees are unable to resolve a 
dispute. 

Summary of Comments 

Both written comments and 
discussions in the workshops reflected a 
consensus for coordination of many of 
the trustee activities. Most agreed that 
the natural resource trustees should 
anticipate the possibility of a discharge 
of oil that could affect resources under 
their jurisdiction and engage in pre-spill 
planning for such events. 

Some commenters suggested that 
since OPA requires the formulation of 
area and regional contingency plans for 
response purposes, trustees could 
develop pre-spill plans on similar 
regional or local geographical bases 
simultaneously. Trustees could 
coordinate pre-spill planning and 


develop a Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) that assigns, or 
establishes the criteria for assigning, 
assessment responsibilities among the 
trustees. In addition, these plans should 
provide for the selection of a trustee’s 
representative; selection of a lead 
administrative trustee; notification of 
the various trustees; coordination with 
the response agencies; coordination 
among trustees including their scientific, 
legal and economic staffs; development 
of an assessment and restoration plan 
including coordination of data gathering 
and other assessment studies; 
communication with the public; 
development of procedures governing 
receipt, management and allocation of 
funds for a given spill; and monitoring 
restoration of the natural resources. One 
commenter suggested that pre-spill 
planning should include identification of 
requirements of other regulatory or 
statutory schemes such as workers' 
health and safety provisions of the 
Occupational Safely and Health Act of 
1970 (OSliA). 29 U.S.C. 651 et seq. 

Finally, commenters indicated that 
lead administrative trustee duties 
should include: Scheduling meetings of 
the working groups or committees; 
preparing agendas; procuring space; 
coordinating pre-assessment data 
collection; and maintaining records. A 
lead administrative trustee should not 
have arbitration or veto authority over 
other trustees. 

Discussion and Initial Proposal 

In many spills, trustees have been' 
able to reach agreement on coordinating 
assessment and restoration activities, in 
light of that experience. NOAA may 
well likely propose that Federal. State. 
Tribal and foreign trustees in logical 
geographical areas develop pre-spill 
plans. This planning process may be 
instituted through a general MOU 
between trustees on a state-by-state 
basis or on a local area or regional 
basis. 

In order to facilitate discussion of 
trustee coordination. NOAA has 
provided a draft MOU that has been 
developed among Federal trustees for 
review and comment that could 
establish a coordination framework for 
trustees for pre-spill planning. Tliis draft 
MOU is presented in appendix I of this 
notice. Trustees could develop general 
plans with provisions for specific areas 
such as bays, porta, waterways or areas 
of special sensitivity concerns. The 
plans could mirror the areas covered by 
Regional and/or Area Contingency 
Plans authorized by OPA under the 
National Contingency Plan. NOAA 
seeks additional comments regarding 
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the identification of appropriate areas 
for regional and local plans. 

Without regulating the exact contents 
of the plans, NOAA may propose that 
the plans identify the responsibilities of 
the co-trustees in the event of a 
discharge of oil covered by OPA, 
including, but not limited to: 
Establishment of standing trustee 
working groups on a regional or local 
area basis; designation of a lead 
administrative trustee agency or 
provision for criteria for the selection of 
a lead administrative trustee agency: 
notification of affected trustees; 
coordination with response agencies: 
opportunity for participation by all 
affected trustees; and decision-making 
by consensus. The plans should identify: 
early spill/assessment activities, such 
as forming technical and scientific 
working groups; contain protocols for 
baseline determination, early sampling 
and data collection; identify resources at 
risk; provide guidelines for informing the 
public of assessment activities; and 
provide for health and safety 
considerations required by law, such as 
OSHA. The plans should outline long- 
range damage assessment and 
restoration management activities such 
as development of an assessment and 
restoration plan; acceptance, 
maintenance and use of funds available 
or recovered as a result of the incident; 
public release of data obtained in the 
assessment and restoration process; and 
procedures for contracting for scientific, 
economic and other services or studies. 
Trustees will be encouraged to develop 
the plans in cooperation with the 
response agencies, potentially 
responsible parties and groups with 
environmental expertise. The trustees 
will provide the opportunity for public 
review of and comment on these plans. 

Whether planned for in advance of a 
spill or not, when assessments involve 
more than one trustee, trustees should 
select a Lead Administrative Trustee. 
The selection of a Lead Administrative 
Trustee will be by consensus and can be 
based on such factors as the trustee 
with a majority of resources at risk or 
the ability of a particular trustee agency 
to provide administrative support. While 
the Federal trustees are required to 
select a Lead Administrative Trustee 
under Executive Order 12777, 56 FR 
54757 (October 22,1991), the OPA 
regulations may not require that the 
Lead Administrative Trustee be a 
Federal agency when non-Federal 
trustees are involved. Where 
appropriate, trustees may designate co- 
Lead Administrative Trustees, 
consisting of a Federal Lead 
Administrative Trustee and the State. 


Tribal or foreign trustee. It is also 
possible that, under certain 
circumstances, it might be appropriate 
for the Lead Administrative Trustee to 
be a single non-Federal agency. In such 
cases, the Federal trustees will still 
select a Federal lead Administrative 
Trustee, who will coordinate Federal 
efforts with the Lead Administrative 
Trustee. 

The Lead Administrative Trustee will 
not have veto or arbitration authority 
over the other trustees, but should be 
responsible for activities such as: 
Scheduling meetings of the trustees 
working group or committee, preparing 
agendas, procuring space, etc.; acting as 
a central contact point for trustee 
agencies involved in the incident, liaison 
with the appropriate On Scene 
Coordinator; coordinating 
preassessment data gathering and other 
activities; and establishing and 
maintaining records for trustees. 

Coordination With Response Agencies 

Current Status Under 43 CFR Part 11 

The current rule incorporates the 
requirement that trustees be notified by 
the lead response agency when a 
potential natural resource injury may 
exist. Trustees once notified pursuant to 
section 104(b)(2) of CERCLA, shall 
coordinate their studies and 
investigations with the lead response 
agency. 

Summary of Comments 

Integration of natural resource 
damage assessment activities with spill 
response agencies, i.e, U.S. Coast Guard, 
EPA and State response agencies, was 
strongly encouraged in the comments 
and in workshop discussion. Several of 
the commenters suggested that 
information gathered through spill 
response activities should be shared 
with the trustees. It would be useful, for 
example, for the trustees to receive 
information pertaining to the 
characteristics of the spilled cargo 
obtained through the sampling efforts 
undertaken by the response agency, as 
well as from the data bases of ships’ 
cargo that are maintained by the Coast 
Guard. To facilitate the exchange of 
information, the trustees should identify 
their data needs to the response 
agencies as part of pre-spill planning. 
Furthermore, when trustees need 
additional data, the Coast Guard could 
increase sampling efforts, share or split 
samples or provide the trustees with an 
opportunity to collect samples in 
conjunction with response activities on 
a reimbursable basis. A number of 
commenters noted, however, that the On 
Scene Coordinator’s (OSC) ability to 


respond to the spill and collect data 
necessary to manage the response 
activities should take precedence over 
trustee assessment activities. Therefore, 
the OSC should not share information 
with the trustees or take additional 
samples if it would hinder rapid 
response to the spill. One commenter 
suggested that the trustee agencies 
should avoid potential interference with 
the response agencies by refraining from 
initiating damage assessment activities 
until after the response is completed. 

Some commenters requested that the 
response and trustee agencies be 
notified of spills simultaneously. While 
some agency representatives expressed 
a desire to be notified of all spills no 
matter what the size, others were 
concerned that notification of all the 
trustees for every spill would 
overburden the OSC. To avoid this, 
some trustees indicated that notification 
by a FAX form every few days, for 
example, that listed all reported spills in 
that region would be sufficient. Other 
commenters requested that the response 
agencies consult early with the trustees 
during a spill in order to ensure that 
resources are not exposed to additional 
injury as a result of the cleanup. 

Another suggestion would require the 
trustee agency to identify important 
natural resources that would be 
impacted by a spill hierarchically in 
terms of value. The response agency 
could then develop a clean-up strategy 
that would address the most valuable 
resources. Other commenters identified 
mechanisms to coordinate the natural 
resource damage assessment activities 
with the response actions. To avoid 
duplication, improve communication, 
more efficiently use personnel and 
budgets and minimize cleanup impacts 
on resources, some commenters 
suggested that the damage assessments 
could be coordinated by the OSC. 

Other commenters noted the 
possibility for a conflict of interest when 
the response agency is also a natural 
resource trustee since response 
activities could be curtailed to allow 
more assessment activities. These 
commenters expressed the need for 
accountability under this scenario. One 
of these commenters stated that non¬ 
trustee agencies should be given a 
formal role in both response and 
cleanup activities. 

Commenters suggested that as part of 
pre-spill planning trustees could identify 
requirements for personnel and field 
equipment, and ascertain which of those 
requirements the response agency can 
provide. In addition, pre-spill plans 
could establish communication 
procedures between the response 
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agency and the lead administrative 
trustee, and establish sampling 
agreements prior to an actual spill, 
particularly at the local level. Some 
commenters suggested that the trustees 
coordinate pre-spill planning within the 
established response structure of the 
National Contingency Plan, 40 CFR part 
300, i.e.. National Response Team, 
Regional Response Teams and local 
area committees authorized under OPA. 
Such pre-spill activities could include 
participation by the trustee agencies in 
spill drills sponsored by the response 
agencies. In the context of spill drills, 
the trustees could provide their natural 
resource expertise and technical 
assistance to the response agencies. 
Other pre-spill planning activities by the 
trustees in support of oil spill response 
could include mapping of sensitive areas 
and providing input into the sensitive 
area plans that industry is required to 
develop. To avoid inhibiting spill 
response and damage assessment due to 
the indecision of trustee agencies, pre- 
spill planning should include internal 
coordination within each trustee agency. 

Discussion and Initial Proposal 

OPA covers inland navigable waters 
as well as coastal areas. From a Federal 
perspective, as a general rule the U.S. 
Coast Guard directs response activities 
in the coastal zone including the Great 
Lakes. The U.S. EPA directs response 
activities in the inland zone. See the 
National Contingency Plan, 55 FR 8815, 
8816 (March 8,1990). State response 
agencies may also direct response 
activities. 

Effective coordination with the 
various response agencies necessitates 
that coordination procedures be 
established prior to a spill. As stated in 
the previous section, the regulations 
may require the trustees to plan and 
coordinate their activities prior to a 
spill. Similarly, trustees will be 
encouraged to either develop pre-spill 
agreements with the response agencies 
or attempt to include them in the 
planning process outlined above. 
Agreements or joint-plans should 
address, but are not limited to, the 
following issues: establishment of 
communication roles; identification of a 
trustee and response contact; health and 
safety requirements; and development of 
joint activities, i.e., sampling, spill drills, 
identification of resources of particular 
concern and information and data 
sharing. 

Trustees recognize that the response 
agencies should not be unduly hindered 
by the trustees' requests for use of 
equipment and/or information. 
Conversely, response agencies should 
recognize the trustees as a potential 


source of information concerning the 
weather, history and natural resource 
characteristics of a particular area. 

Procedures for the use of the Oil Spill 
Liability Trust Fund (Fund) for trustee 
activities is also an issue appropriate for 
discussion. The Coast Guard has the 
responsibility for management of the 
Fund. The fund contains up to one 
billion dollars, of which $50 million is 
available on an annual basis, not 
subject to appropriations, for the costs 
of response and the initiation of natural 
resource damage assessments. The 
activities included under "the initiation 
of natural resource damages 
assessments" will be determined in 
subsequent regulations. The Federal 
trustees and the Coast Guard are 
working together to provide the 
necessary guidance to trustees on this 
matter as well as on general access to 
the fund for uncompensated trustee 
claims. 

Coordination with the Public 
Current Status Under 43 CFR Part 11 

The current rule provides that the 
public can participate in a natural 
resource damage assessment by 
commenting on the Draft Assessment 
Plan, significant modifications to the 
Assessment Plan, the Draft Restoration 
Plan contained in the Assessment Plan 
(when developed separate from the 
Assessment Plan) and the Draft 
Restoration Plan based upon the amount 
of monies recovered. The public is 
notified of the availability of documents 
to review by publication in a paper of 
general circulation and in the Federal 
Register, where appropriate. The trustee 
has the discretion to extend the 
comment period. The current rule also 
requires that comments and responses 
be maintained as part of the 
administrative record. 

Summary of Comments 

Many commenters noted that OPA 
requires public involvement with respect 
to oil spills. Specifically, section 1006(c) 
directs natural resource trustees to 
develop and implement plans for the 
restoration, rehabilitation, replacement, 
or acquisition of the equivalent of the 
natural resources under their 
trusteeship. Section 1006(c)(5) states that 
these plans shall be developed and 
implemented only after adequate public 
notice, opportunity for a hearing and 
consideration of all public comment. 

Some commenters stated that there 
should be public participation in each 
phase of the assessment process, i.e., 
pre-spill planning through restoration. It 
was suggested that this participation 
could be accomplished through the use 


of oversight committees, consisting of 
representatives of environmental 
groups, local governmental officials and 
other interested individuals. These 
oversight committees would be in 
addition to the public meetings and the 
review and comment periods for the 
assessment/restoration plans. Having 
members of the public involved 
throughout the assessment process 
would also avoid negotiations by the 
trustees and responsible party (RP) that 
might result in less than full 
compensation to the public for injuries 
to natural resources. However, others 
indicated that, since the trustees 
represent the public, the opportunity for 
review and comment upon the 
assessment/restoration plans are 
sufficient to meet the requirements of 
OPA. 

Some commenters noted that, where 
circumstances surrounding a spill are 
too dynamic or the spill is short-lived, it 
may not be possible to conduct timely 
public meetings. Such meetings would 
be so frequent and time consuming that 
they would drain the staff and budget of 
both the trustee agencies and private 
groups. In such cases, it was 
recommended that local and regional 
pre-spill plans should identify 
procedures the trustees will undertake 
in the event of such a spill. Since the 
public would be aware of how the 
trustees will respond to these spills by 
virtue of the public's involvement in pre¬ 
spill planning, separate spill-specific 
meetings would be unnecessary for 
many small spills. % 

Many of those expressing comments 
were concerned that, due to the 
possibility of litigation, the data 
collected during assessments are not 
made available to the public by those 
conducting the assessment. Commenters 
noted that data gathered for an 
assessment are valuable for 
understanding environmental processes, 
toxic effects of oil in the environment 
and cleanup strategies. Accordingly, 
some called for a modification of the 
assessment process to facilitate free 
exchange of information. Several others 
suggested that the assessment data be 
made available to the scientific 
community for publication in peer- 
reviewed journals as soon as possible. 
One commenter even requested that 
draft materials be made available to the 
public; however, others suggested that 
nonvalidated or confidential information 
should be withheld. One suggested 
method of sharing data was through the 
use of an administrative record. This 
would not only allow greater access to 
data collected, but would also result in a 
record that would be judicially 
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reviewable. Such a review would be 
limited to the record, which would 
reduce litigation time and costs. 
However, another commenter suggested 
that NOAA not limit the review to the 
administrative record, since there is 
sufficient law to guide the courts as to 
whether the review should be limited to 
the record. 

Discussion and Initial Proposal 

OPA requires public notice, 
opportunity for a hearing and 
consideration of all public comments 
prior to implementation of the 
restoration plan. NOAA. however, will 
not limit public involvement to the 
restoration plan alone. NOAA is of the 
opinion that because the natural 
resource damage assessment process 
will be enhanced by public comment, 
NOAA will seek public review of the 
natural resource damage assessment 
component in addition to the restoration 
plan. The regulations, therefore, may 
require that the trustees provide the 
public with an opportunity to review 
and comment on pre-spill plans 
discussed in earlier sections of this 
Notice as well as to comment on the 
natural resource damage assessment 
and restoration plans. Additional public 
involvement, i.e., oversight committees, 
open trustee meetings, public 
representation on trustee committees, 
etc., will be at the option of the trustee. 
In addition, to allow adequate public 
participation and to provide a basis for 
judicial review. NOAA may recommend 
the use of the open administrative 
record for appropriate assessments. 

Open Record for Assessment 

Section 1006(c) of OPA provides that 
trustees shall “develop and implement a 
plan for the restoration, rehabilitation, 
replacement, or acquisition of the 
equivalent, of the natural resources 
under their trusteeship." 33 U.S.C. 
2706(c)(1)(C). (c)(2)(B), (c)(3)(B) and 
(c)(4)(B). Section 1006(c)(5), 33 U.S.C. 
2706(c)(5), provides that "plans shall be 
developed and implemented under this 
section only after adequate public 
notice, opportunity for a hearing and 
consideration of all public comment." 
Thus. Congress intended that restoration 
plans be developed by trustees pursuant 
to an administrative process that 
provides for adequate opportunity for 
public participation in the selection of 
restoration measures. Although 
Congress required public participation 
(through the comment process) only 
with respect to restoration plans, 
experience indicates that damage 
assessments should not be severed 
completely from restoration planning. 
The restoration plan represents the 


culmination of the assessment process, 
which consists of trustees selecting 
injury determination procedures and the 
identifying of restoration or acquisition 
methodologies. Therefore, NOAA may 
propose meeting these statutory 
mandates by requiring that trustees 
create an administrative record to 
document development of the 
Assessment/Restoration plan. 

Adequate notice is an important 
component of effective public 
participation. Accordingly, NOAA may 
require that notice of the availability of 
the administrative record be published 
in the Federal Register, as well as a 
local newspaper of general circulation 
for appropriate spills. However, natural 
resource damages in the case of small 
spills and/or spills with a limited effect 
upon natural resources may be most 
appropriately determined through the 
use of a Compensation Table or another 
expedited process (See later section on 
Range of Assessment Procedures). 
NOAA may recommend notice only be 
provided in the local area in such cases. 
Identified RPs should also receive notice 
of the creation of the administrative 
record and of any opportunities for 
public participation in the development 
of the Assessment/Restoration Plan. In 
addition, publication of the availability 
of the administrative record in the 
Federal Register should provide the 
public and any additional RPs with 
sufficient notice of the opportunity for 
participation in the assessment/ 
restoration process. 

The administrative record has three 
basic purposes. First, it facilitates 
selection of restoration measures by 
providing a central repository for 
scientific data and by documenting the 
trustees' consideration of the relevant 
factors in selecting restoration 
measures. Second, it facilitates public 
participation by providing a public 
repository for information and by 
documenting compliance with public 
participation requirements. Third, it 
provides the basis for judicial review. 

The administrative record, based 
upon current Federal practice, should 
contain all documents considered or 
relied upon by the trustees in selecting 
assessment and restoration measures 
whether or not they support the trustees’ 
decision. The record should provide an 
essentially contemporaneous 
explanation of the basis for selection of 
the assessment and restoration 
measures. To the extent practicable, the 
record should be compiled as documents 
are generated or received by the 
trustees. 

The specific documents contained in 
the administrative record will vary by 


spill. Ordinarily, the record should 
include documents such as response¬ 
generated documents concerning the 
nature of the spill; damage assessment 
documents such as preassessment 
determination. Damage Assessment/ 
Restoration Plan, public comments, 
response to public comments, 
transcripts of public hearings, if any. all 
relevant investigation reports, scientific 
studies, work plans, quality assurance/ 
quality control plans, quality assured 
scientific data, health studies, 
engineering evaluations, decision 
documents; and an index to the 
documents in the administrative record 

The administrative record should 
include only documents reflecting 
information and decisions specifically 
relied upon in selecting restoration 
measures. For example, draft documents 
are generally not part of the record 
because they are superseded by a final 
document and therefore are not 
documents on which the trustee relies. 
Nevertheless, draft documents will be 
included in the administrative record if 
there is no final document at the time of 
selection of assessment/restoration 
measures and the draft is in fact relied 
upon in selecting assessment/ 
restoration measures. Pre-decisional, 
deliberative internal agency memoranda 
will ordinarily not be included in the 
administrative record. Like draft 
documents, however, portions of these 
documents may be included if they 
contain information relied upon in 
selecting assessment/restoration 
measures and that information is not 
included in other documents. Documents 
relating exclusively to liability will 
ordinarily not be included in the 
administrative record unless they are 
relied upon in selecting restoration 
measures. Scientific data that fails 
quality assurance/quality control 
requirements should not be included in 
the administrative record except in the 
unusual case where it is specifically 
relied upon in some manner in selecting 
restoration measures. 

In certain limited circumstances, the 
administrative record may require 
supplementation after selection of the 
Assessment/Restoration Plan. The 
administrative record is the body of 
documents that is considered or relied 
upon by an administrative agency in 
reaching a decision. Of course, 
documents received after the decision 
has been made cannot have been 
considered or relied upon in reaching 
the decision. Therefore, post-decisional 
documents are not properly part of the 
administrative record. The 
administrative record may require 
supplementation after selection of the 
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Assessment/Restoration Plan. For 
example, the trustee may modify certain 
components of the Plan after it has been 
announced, in which case the 
documents considered or relied upon by 
the trustees in modifying the Plan should 
then be added to the administrative 
record. Alternatively, the Assessment/ 
Restoration Plan may provide that 
certain components of restoration will 
be decided upon at a later date, e.g., 
because of the need for more 
information to be obtained during 
implementation of the Plan. Documents 
considered or relied upon in selecting 
these further restoration measures 
should be added to the administrative 
record. Also, trustees may consider 
information submitted by interested 
parties after selection of the 
Assessment/Restoration Plan. Trustees 
may consider information submitted by 
RPs and/or interested parties outside 
the public comment period if the 
interested party did not receive actual 
or constructive notice of the proposed 
Assessment/Restoration Plan and the 
opportunity to comment on the Plan; the 
information submitted does not 
duplicate information already contained 
in the administrative record; and the 
information raises sufficiently 
significant issues regarding the scope, 
effectiveness or cost of the Plan as to 
warrant having the trustees reconsider 
their decision. The trustees have the 
discretion, of course, to reopen or 
reconsider the Plan at any time. 
However, the public will have the right 
to review and comment upon 
modifications that are, in the opinion of 
the trustee, significant. One of the most 
important aspects resulting from the use 
of the open record would be the level of 
judicial review to be accorded the 
Assessment/Restoration process. The 
use of an administrative record may 
provide for judicial review only upon the 
record, giving great deference to the 
trustee agency. For a detailed 
explanation of how a judicial review of 
the Assessment/Restoration record 
might be justified, see Appendix III. 

Role of the Responsible Party 

Current Procedures Under 43 CFR Part 
11 

The existing procedures allow 
significant involvement of the 
Potentially Responsible Party (PRP) in 
the assessment process. Following a 
release of a hazardous substance or a 
discharge of oil. the PRPs are identified 
(if possible) in the preassessment 
screen. If the trustees decide to conduct 
an assessment, reasonable efforts are 
made to locate the PRP and send the 
PRP a Notice of Intent to Perform An 


Assessment. This notice describes the 
nature of the spill and the resources 
potentially at risk. The trustees are to 
invite the PRP to participate in the 
development and scope of the 
assessment. The trustee is then to allow 
thirty calendar days, with reasonable 
extensions, for the PRP to respond 
before proceeding with the development 
of the Assessment Plan or any other 
assessment actions. Following trustee 
approval of the Assessment Plan, the 
public (including the PRP) has at least 
an additional thirty calendar days to 
review and comment upon the plan. Any 
significant modifications of the plan 
require additional public (including PRP) 
review. 

Summary of Comments 

Commenters indicated a wide range 
of views on this issue, from unlimited RP 
involvement to no RP involvement, 
except to pay the required damages. 
Other commenters addressed specific 
phases of an assessment. Many 
commenters indicated that the thirty- 
day waiting period after Notice of Intent 
To Perform An Assessment is not 
practicable for oil spills since the RP 
should assume there will be some level 
of “assessment.*' Some commenters 
reflected that it may be a fallacy to 
assume that every spill results in injury 
or recoverable damages. 

Many commenters encouraged the 
early and continued involvement of 
responsible parties because they would 
be more likely to cooperate if involved 
from the start of an assessment. In 
addition, early cooperation between the 
responsible party and trustees makes a 
negotiated settlement easier to achieve. 

It was also argued that a responsible 
party is the key party in the assessment 
process and should therefore have 
procedural rights of due process 
including participation and access to 
information that should not be accorded 
to the public at large. 

Other commenters stressed that 
cooperation must work both ways. The 
trustee should also be willing to 
cooperate with the responsible party. 
Many responsible parties have the 
financial and personnel resources to 
conduct an assessment, and should be 
permitted to do so, even though the 
ultimate responsibility for the 
assessment rests with the trustees. The 
commenters noted that it can be more 
expeditious for the RP to fund the work, 
with oversight or “audit** by the trustees. 
The RP has a vital interest in the costs/ 
benefits of the assessment. Some 
suggested that public perception of the 
responsible party conducting the 
assessment might be helped by agreeing 
ahead of time upon a list of “pre¬ 


approved" consultants to assist in “peer 
review" and/or to carry out the actual 
studies. The use of assessment “over¬ 
sight" groups consisting of RPs, 
scientists, environmental groups and the 
public was also suggested. Restoration 
activities, including monitoring, may 
also be conducted by the RP. provided 
appropriate performance standards 
were ensured. 

Others submitting comments 
indicated a different view by suggesting 
that preferential treatment for the RP is 
not acceptable. In addition, while full 
and active participation of the RP is fair 
and rational in theory, in practice the RP 
should be limited to transferring funds 
to trustees to conduct damage 
assessments and reviewing and 
commenting on assessment plans and 
other publicly-available assessment 
documents. It was argued that the 
regulations should not provide too many 
incentives for RP participation nor allow 
the RP to hire a contractor to conduct 
the assessment, as it would likely 
appear to be the fox guarding the hen 
house. Commenters also claimed that it 
would be inappropriate for the RP to 
develop a plan, even if the plan was 
approved by the trustee. Still other 
commenters suggested that all 
assessment decisions should be left 
entirely with the trustees. The RP should 
be an active participant in the 
assessment process, but should be 
subordinate to the trustees. 

During the workshops, NOAA 
presented the concept of a “phased 
joint-assessment," allowing the trustees 
and RPs to jointly conduct certain 
phases of an assessment. Commenters 
indicated that, for joint work, industry 
would need some assurance that the 
damages amount determined by the 
process is reasonable and supportable. 
Some comments received during the 
workshops indicated that the joint 
assessment process may work well for 
data collection and analysis determining 
the extent of injury to the natural 
resources. However, some thought this 
cooperation would be unacceptable in 
the economic valuation portion of the 
assessment process where the actual 
amount of damages is determined based 
upon that injury and because of the 
controversial nature of such damages. 

Discussion and Initial Proposal 

While liability and responsibility of 
the RP for removal and/or response 
activities are addressed clearly in OPA, 
little guidance is given in either the 
statutory language or the legislative 
history concerning the role of the RP in 
the assessment process. 
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The degree of involvement of the RP 
in the assessment process will likely 
have a direct bearing on several aspects 
of the assessment. For instance, active 
and early involvement of a cooperative 
responsible party may eliminate some of 
the problems trustees have encountered 
immediately following an oil spill, such 
as the lack of funding, personnel and 
equipment. In addition, a joint trustee/ 
responsible party assessment may be 
more cost effective and avoid duplicate 
studies by the trustees and RPs. 
However, it is the trustees that have 
been entrusted with the responsibility 
for conducting assessments and while 
NOAA is considering proposing that 
trustees will be encouraged to involve 
the RPs, the timing and degree of their 
involvement will likely be at the 
discretion of the trustees. Trustees can 
ill afford to delay assessment activities 
while attempting to entice RP 
involvement. In addition, trustees are 
ultimately responsible for conducting 
natural resource damage assessments 
and there may be circumstances where 
it will be deemed inappropriate by the 
trustee to allow any RP involvement. 

Pre-spill Activities 

Just as coordination among the 
trustees and response agencies will 
assist in preparing for an effective 
damage assessment, so can potentially 
responsible parties be of assistance in 
identifying areas with a high potential 
for spills and establishing pre-spill 
contacts. Of course, it is impossible to 
identify RPs prior to a spill, but trustees 
will be encouraged to establish contacts 
with oil companies, transportation and 
shipping interests in the local areas 
where spills are most likely to occur. 
Trustees may be able to recommend to 
private response entities, such as the 
Marine Spill Response Corporation, 
coastal areas of particular concern from 
a natural resource aspect and assist in 
the development of plans for the 
protection of those areas in the event of 
a spill. 

While the actual degree of 
involvement of the RP will be at the 
discretion of the trustee, NOAA may 
recommend that the RP be invited into 
the assessment process when 
practicable. To encourage cooperation 
between the trustees and the RP, NOAA 
is considering proposing a phased, joint 
assessment administrative procedure for 
conducting assessments. 

Jointly-Conducted. Phased Assessments 

The assessment process may be 
divided into distinct steps or phases and 
the responsible party may be invited to 
participate in the various steps. Prior to 
the beginning of each step or phase, the 


RP and trustees could enter into an 
enforceable agreement to conduct that 
particular step or phase. The 
responsibilities, including financial 
contributions, of each party will be 
identified in the agreement and there 
will be provisions for nonperformance. 
The agreement should identify who 
should collect the data and under what 
guidelines. In addition, the parties 
should agree who will analyze the data, 
and what criteria will be used in the 
analysis. 

While it may be most expedient for 
the trustees and responsible parties to 
use internal personnel for data 
collection and analysis, should they not 
be able to agree upon the use of joint 
internal personnel, the data gathering 
and/or preliminary analysis of the data 
may be contracted out to an agreed 
upon third party. 

A phased approach to conducting 
joint assessments is being considered 
due to the possible reluctance of RPs 
and trustees to agree to work together 
before the actual assessment process 
begins. The phased approach may allow 
a working relationship to develop 
between the RPs and trustees yet allow 
maximum freedom to both parties 
should the joint process be determined 
to be unworkable. 

Management Structure 

NOAA does not intend to require a 
specific management structure in order 
to conduct either a trustee or joint 
trustee-responsible party assessment. 
However, NOAA may recommend that 
trustees plan to establish committees or 
teams to manage the assessments. The 
core members of these committees may 
already be selected in the pre-spill 
plans. As discussed earlier, the 
committees should have a lead 
administrative trustee and include 
representatives from all affected trustee 
agencies and provide opportunities, ad 
hoc, for involvement from response 
agencies and other interests, as deemed 
necessary by the trustees. 

Preassessment Phase 

This step requires the gathering of 
basic data concerning the type of oil 
spilled, extent of the spill, initial effect 
of the spill upon natural resources and 
the potential for further injury to natural 
resources. Based upon this information, 
the trustees will determine whether to 
proceed with assessment procedures, 
and which procedures will be used. 
While there is no specific time limit for 
this preassessment phase, the earlier the 
trustees are able to gather that 
information, the more effective the 
phase will be. Since time is of the 
essence in this crucial phase. NOAA 


may recommend that it is the option of 
the trustee whether to invite the RP to 
participate or enter into an agreement to 
gather the preassessment phase 
information. In making this 
determination, trustees should consider, 
but not be limited to, the following 
factors: whether a RP has been 
identified; the degree and extent of the 
spill; the willingness of the responsible 
party to participate; and the ability of 
the trustees to conduct the 
preassessment phase in a timely and 
effective manner. 

The completion of the preassessment 
phase includes the trustees notifying the 
RP. in writing, if the responsible party 
has been identified, of the trustees' 
decision of whether to proceed with 
further assessment procedures. If they 
have not done so already, the trustees 
may invite the RP to enter into an 
agreement with the trustees to proceed 
with the assessment. Further assessment 
procedures could include use of the 
Compensation Table, Type A model 
(pending revision), Expedited Damage 
Assessment Procedures, or the 
Comprehensive Damage Assessment 
Procedures. 

NOAA will not propose whether the 
joint-agreement concept should be 
considered in connection with either the 
Compensation Formula or the Type A 
procedure until those procedures and 
the assumptions within those 
procedures are proposed and made 
available for public review. 

Assessment Activities 

The agreement to conduct portions of 
the assessment phase should be as 
specific as possible, with trustee and RP 
activities identified. NOAA may 
propose the following steps or phases be 
considered for joint agreements for 
Expedited and Comprehensive Damage 
Assessments: Injury determination data 
collection; analysis of injury 
determination data to quantify loss of 
resources' services; determination of 
restoration costs; and determination of 
use and nonuse (i.e., direct and indirect 
use) values. Whenever possible, NOAA 
will encourage the combining of data 
collection and analysis into one 
agreement, resulting in a more efficient 
assessment process. 

Restoration Activities 

The involvement of the appropriate 
RP in the Restoration Phase should be 
encouraged whenever possible. Since 
restoration activities should be 
identified before determining their costs, 
the development of a restoration plan is 
actually initiated in the assessment 
phase. Some responsible parties may 
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want to actively assist in developing 
and implementing a restoration plan. 
Others may prefer to pay the damages 
and leave the restoration activities to 
the trustees. The degree of participation 
of the responsible party in the 
restoration phase is discretionary with 
the trustees, but the knowledge and 
expertise of many RPs in restoration 
methods could be invaluable to the 
trustees. Again, agreements should 
include specific responsibilities of the 
trustees and RPs. Such agreements could 
cover the following steps within the 
overall Restoration Plan: Determination 
of restoration activities and 
implementation of restoration activities. 
The jointly-collected data and analysis 
will be a part of the Administrative 
Record discussed in the Coordination 
with the Public section. 

Other Party Involvement 

NOAA is considering proposing that 
the trustees may provide for “outside” 
review of the assessment/restoration 
plan. Recommendations from other 
interested parties and the scientific 
community will be sought for 
appropriate reviewers and the 
reviewers’ comments will be a part of 
the administrative record. 

Also, the joint-management team will 
keep the public informed of the progress 
of the assessment process and will 
allow public review and comment of the 
on-going assessment and restoration 
plans. In addition, at the trustees* 
discretion, representatives of local 
interested groups may be invited to 
attend assessment management 
meetings to monitor the decision-making 
process. 

Preassessment Phase 

Current Status Under 43 CFR Part 11 

The rule requires the trustee to 
complete a preassessment screen and 
make a determination as to whether an 
assessment shall be conducted. The 
preassessment screen is designed to be 
mainly a “desktop” review with minimal 
information gathered concerning 
characteristics of the spilled substance 
and which resources have or will likely 
be injured. The regulations provide 
criteria for use by the trustees in 
determining that there is a reasonable 
probability of making a successful claim 
before monies and efforts are expended 
in carrying out an assessment 

Summary of Comments 

Some of the commenters spoke to the 
issue of a “preassessment screen.” 
Generally, these commenters supported 
a preliminary decision-making step in a 
damage assessment. One of the 


commenters noted that a preliminary 
assessment could be used to establish a 
probable range of damages and would 
facilitate settlement negotiations, and 
which focus future assessment studies if 
settlement is not reached. Another 
commenter noted that a preassessment 
decision would be a good tool to use. 
should be flexible enough to guide the 
assessment, should clearly identify 
funds available for the assessment and 
could serve as a model of what needs to 
be done. Finally, another commenter 
stated that a preliminary hypothesis 
would be good if used to develop 
appropriate sampling plans and 
experimental design, but requiring 
trustees to meet certain criteria before 
an assessment is begun is unduly 
restrictive. 

Discussion and Initial Proposal 

NOAA is likely to propose that 
assessments begin with a 
“Preassessment Phase.” The purpose of 
the preassessment phase is to determine 
if the discharge of oil warrants 
continuing a natural resource damage 
assessment. During this critical phase 
the trustees identify natural resources at 
risk from the oil and estimate the costs 
of the assessment and restoration 
activities. Hie trustees will be 
encouraged to involve the RP in the 
preassessment phase. 

During the preassessment phase, 
trustees may also tentatively identify 
their overall plan for conducting the 
assessment/restoration process. This 
phase should supply the trustee with 
enough information regarding the effects 
of the spill so that the trustee may 
estimate what assessment and 
restoration actions will be contemplated 
and ensure that all such activities will 
be accomplished in a reasonable and 
cost-effective manner. 

A natural resource damage 
assessment process generally begins 
with notification by the lead response 
agency to a natural resource trustee 
when a potential natural resource injury 
may exist, as set forth in the NCP, or 
when a natural resource trustee is 
aware of a discharge of oil. In instances 
where a natural resource trustee is the 
first to identify a possible injury to a 
resource under OPA and suspects an 
OPA-covered discharge as the source, 
the trustee is directed to the procedures 
in the NCP for reporting the discharge. 
Preassessment activities shall be 
coordinated with the lead response 
agency consistent with the NCP; and 
area response contingency plans, 
regional/local protocols and pre-spill 
plans developed pursuant to OPA. 

Factors to be considered in the 
preassessment phase include identifying 


the source and possible distribution of 
the oil; natural resources at risk; 
immediate information needs and which 
assessment actions, if any. should 
follow the preassessment phase. Part of 
this review also involves the trustee’s 
determination of whether the discharge 
is covered by any exclusions to liability 
contained in OPA or other Federal or 
State law. Specific information that 
NOAA may require to be collected 
during the preassessment phase 
concerning the spill site and discharge 
include: (1) The time, type, quantity, 
duration and frequency of the discharge; 
(2) response activities occurring at or 
near the site; and (3) responsible parties. 

NOAA may recommend the trustees 
make a preliminary identification of 
pathways considering the circumstances 
of the discharge, the characteristics of 
the terrain or body of water involved, 
weather conditions and the known 
physical, chemical and toxicological 
properties of the oil. Trustees should 
also make a preliminary estimate based 
on information readily available from 
scientists and natural resource 
managers of the ecological functions, 
productivity or economic services of the 
resources identified as potentially 
affected. This estimate will be used in 
determining which resources to study if 
further assessment efforts are justified. 

Based on information gathered during 
the preassessment phase and on 
information gathered pursuant to the 
NCP. NOAA may require that trustees 
make a preliminary determination that 
all of the five following criteria are met 
before proceeding with an assessment: 
(1) A discharge of oil has occurred; (2) 
natural resources for which the trustee 
may assert trusteeship have been or are 
likely to have been injured by the 
discharge of oil; (3) the quantity and 
concentration of the discharged oil is 
sufficient to potentially cause injury to 
those natural resources; (4) data 
sufficient to pursue an assessment are 
readily available or likely to be obtained 
at reasonable cost and (5) response 
actions carried out or planned do not or 
will not sufficiently remedy the injury to 
natural resources or the public has not 
been adequately compensated for a 
significant loss of natural resource 
services. 

If the trustee determines that the 
preassessment phase results in a 
determination that further assessment 
procedures are appropriate, the next 
phase is to continue the assessment. If 
the preassessment phase results in a 
determination that further assessment 
actions are not necessary, no further 
assessment actions are to be taken. 
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NOAA may recommend that the 
following categories of reasonable and 
necessary assessment (not response) 
costs may be incurred in the 
preassessment phase of the damage 
assessment: Discharge detection and 
identification costs; trustee coordination 
and notification costs; potentially 
injured resource identification costs; 
baseline determination, early sampling 
and data collection costs; early resource 
protection and restoration costs; early 
restoration planning, if appropriate; 
document preparation, and 
administrative costs; and any 
reasonable additional costs deemed 
necessary by the trustee to carry out the 
preassessment phase of the damage 
assessment. Such costs may include 
indirect costs, but shall not reflect 
regular activities performed by the 
trustee in management of the natural 
resource. Costs shall be supported by 
appropriate records and documentation. 
Such activities undertaken as part of the 
preassessment phase shall be taken in a 
reasonably cost-effective manner and 
are recoverable regardless of whether 
further assessment activities are 
conducted. 

Early Resource Protection and 
Restoration 

Current Status Under 43 CFR Part 11 

Emergency “restorations’* are for 
those limited situations where 
immediate action is required to avoid or 
reduce danger to natural resources, and 
where response actions are determined 
by the trustee to be insufficient. 
Emergency “restorations’* are an 
exception to the requirement for review 
and comment, so the trustee must be 
able to demonstrate that the action was 
appropriate and that the costs were 
reasonable. If possible, the potentially 
responsible party and FOSC should be 
contacted prior to proceeding with 
emergency restorations. 

Summary of Comments 

Some commenters suggested that, in 
the event of a spill, there is a need to 
restore the resources and the public’s 
confidence in the condition of the 
resources as quickly as possible. A 
restoration hierarchy may be required, 
preferring as close as possible “in kind” 
and “on site” restoration. The response 
agency could plan actions with trustee 
agencies to ensure that the best 
response actions for the particular spill 
and that recognition should be given to 
the difference between '‘cleanup” and 
“abatement”. One commenter pointed 
out that the circumstances of each 
incident dictate how much response can 
do towards protection of the resources. 


Another commenter indicated that 
planning could be done relatively easily 
for the many rivers and streams that 
have already been “classified” under 
the Clean Water Act and may be useful 
in identifying “sensitive" areas. Another 
commenter also stressed the 
individuality of each event as dictating 
necessary emergency actions to protect 
natural resources. 

Local area plans will be a vital 
component in initiating emergency 
actions so trustees, subject to budget 
constraints, should participate 
extensively in developing those plans. 
Another commenter suggested that 
involving the public in early spill 
decisions may not work since 
committees cannot make rapid decisions 
for emergency actions at the time of a 
spill. 

Commenters indicated that some 
mechanism must be developed to 
provide fair and reasonable funding for 
restoration prior to the completion of the 
damage assessment process. Perhaps a 
phased damage assessment could be 
instituted, where injury to individual 
resources are identified as information 
is collected over time. A sliding scale, 
based on volume of oil spilled, habitats 
affected and other factors, could be used 
to provide up-front funding for both 
damage assessment and restoration as 
the process proceeds. Alternatively, 
actions approved and undertaken by the 
trustees under damage assessment and 
early restoration could be made 
reimbursable by billing the RP, just as 
cleanup costs approved by the FOSC are 
reimbursed under response. 

It was suggested that industry may be 
willing to participate in the pre-spill 
planning for sampling and early 
restoration activities; such participation 
may entice a RP to provide up-front 
funding for early sampling and 
restoration activities. Industry routinely 
collects baseline data and may not be 
opposed to funding sampling or to split 
samples. 

Discussion and Initial Proposal 

OPA provides authority for emergency 
activities to prevent or minimize injury 
and to hasten recovery which may 
involve emergency protective actions. 
The proposed rule may provide 
guidance for determining whether an 
emergency exists, require that the 
emergency be reported to the FOSC and 
allow for emergency actions to be taken 
in the event the response agency or 
responsible party is not taking sufficient 
action. 

Emergency activities are for those 
limited situations where immediate 
action is required to avoid or reduce 
danger to natural resources and where 


response actions are determined by the 
trustee to be insufficient. If possible 
under the circumstances, RPs should be 
contacted prior to the trustee's 
proceeding with emergency actions. This 
contact will give the RP the opportunity 
to offer financial or personnel resources 
to help with those actions. Contact can 
be made through the FOSC. 

Any natural resource trustee may take 
emergency action to protect or abate 
injury to the habitat of any species that 
has been identified in a Federal or State 
list indicating special concern with 
regard to that species, e.g., those that 
are threatened or endangered. 
Emergency actions can only be taken by 
the trustees in order to prevent or 
reduce the imminent loss, or threat of 
imminent loss, of that resource. The 
trustee will determine whether these 
actions are necessary prior to the 
development of an assessment/ 
restoration plan. Such actions and 
associated reasonable costs must be 
documented by the trustee. All costs, 
both direct and indirect, associated with 
emergency actions are part of the 
trustees’ claim for damages. 

Baseline Determination, Early Sampling 
and Data Collection 

Current Status Under 43 CFR Part 11 

The current rule states that trustees, 
prior to the development of an 
assessment plan, may take the minimum 
samples necessary to prevent loss of 
data on conditions that are ephemeral, 
e.g., injured or dead biological resources 
that are perishable. Sampling at this 
stage is not intended to represent 
average conditions; the rule does not 
require potentially costly random 
sampling techniques or sampling of 
control areas during the preassessment 
screen. 

Summary of Comments 

It was suggested that the damage 
assessment process allow for immediate 
collection of baseline data when a spill 
occurs, including biological and water 
samples and overflights to survey fish 
and/or protected species. Costs 
expended by the trustees for baseline 
data collection should be reimbursed 
even if no immediate damage is 
established. Base line data may be 
necessary to determine injury and 
accordingly, damages, which may not 
manifest themselves until more time 
elapses from the spill. Funding for 
baseline studies should be immediately 
available. To avoid missing the 
opportunity to collect baseline data, 
funding should not be subjected to 
lengthy approval process. 
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One writer pointed out that response 
agencies often have insufficient budgets 
to extensively sample during the initial 
phase of a spill, resulting in inadequate 
documentation of chemical conditions. 
Even where a response agency’s budget 
will permit documentation of pre-spill 
impacts, the agency may not have the 
time or expertise to conduct proper 
sampling. Under these circumstances, 
the response agency must have 
consultants—a time consuming 
process—further jeopardizing collection 
of immediate documentation. Therefore. 
NOAA should develop regional 
protocols, in cooperation with state 
agencies and on a reimbursable basis to 
support pre-spill surveillance and 
monitoring schemes to provide adequate 
baseline information to evaluate natural 
resource impacts, and develop a 
cooperative Regional State-Federal 
Assessment Response and Planning 
Team. 

Concern was expressed that adequate 
funding should be available to conduct 
early sampling and data collection so as 
not to be the limiting factor in 
conducting a sufficient sampling effort. 
One commenter pointed out that an 
important factor to remember in a spill 
assessment is the size of the company 
that is the RP. Another suggested that 
the RP pay for those actions approved 
by the trustees, and suggested that these 
actions and funding be pre-approved 
and incorporated into area contingency 
plans to be established under OPA. This 
same commenter stated that public 
involvement in early sampling and 
emergency actions can be accomplished 
through active contributions to pre-spill 
planning efforts, and advocated 
establishment of a citizens oversight 
committee to provide input into all 
aspects of the area contingency plan (to 
be established under OPA Sec. 4202). 

One commenter suggested the 
regulations should include planning for 
sampling and restoration at three levels: 
a national plan to be described in the 
regulations that would consist of general 
guidelines for trustee coordination and 
sampling, the conduct of damage 
assessments and the use of initial data 
for response activities; regional plans 
that would be called for in the 
regulations to be developed 
subsequently and which will provide 
additional information on the roles of 
individual agencies, coordination and 
data acquisition; and local or specific 
area plans that would be developed for 
high risk situations. These local plans 
would provide for gathering and 
maintaining baseline information, and 
for early sampling of potentially affected 
resources immediately following a spill 


These regional and local plans would 
include agency assignments and teams 
for data acquisition. Several additional 
participants and commenters indicated 
that the major planning effort be at the 
local level and one participant pointed 
out that local area contingency plans 
can identify environmental contacts. 

Several workshop participants 
indicated sources of extant or baseline 
data—consultants, government 
agencies, academia, industry, waterway 
operators; and the existence of current 
data collection programs. One 
participant indicated that sampling 
protocols should identify the best 
indicator species, those that are 
sensitive to that spill. This same 
participant said that the sample 
protocols need scientific appraisals, and 
further suggested that certain 
ecosystems that are representative 
should be selected and that protocols be 
developed for those ecosystems. 

One commenter recommended the 
inclusion of composition and activity of 
microbial communities which can serve 
as sensitive “indicators” of the degree of 
oil pollution of natural environments for 
recommended methods in damage 
assessment procedures. However, 
another commenter felt that flora and 
microbial communities should be given 
lower priority for sampling and 
indicated that high natural variability, 
difficulty of quantification and limited 
knowledge of oil impact influence this 
recommends tion. 

One writer pointed out the need for 
recognizing the importance of regional/ 
local/specific QA/QC plans and 
indicated that a national plan would be 
helpful for outline or guidance only. 
Another commenter urged the use of 
current QA/QC protocols rather than 
trying to “reinvent the wheel” 

One participant pointed out that 
because ecosystems are dynamically 
changing, old baseline data may no 
longer be accurate at the time of the 
event. Another commenter suggested 
that “baseline” data can be obtained 
from control (reference) areas. 

Discussion and Initial Proposal 

NOAA’s regulations may provide a 
simple framework by which to 
encourage the gathering of baseline data 
both as a desktop exercise and as an 
immediate field sampling effort, and 
further encourage early sampling and 
data collection under appropriate 
circumstances. Guidance, perhaps in a 
separate document, will provide 
procedural methodologies for 
implementing this effort after an oil spill 
and provide direction for development 
of regional and/or local protocols. The 
information gathered under an early 
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sampling and data collection effort 
should contribute to the trustee’s 
decision in choosing among the various 
damage assessment procedures, and be 
an integral part of subsequent damage 
assessment /restoration studies. 

Close coordination with response, 
containment and cleanup efforts is 
needed to identify resources that are at 
ri9k of injury and to minimize 
duplicating efforts. If the magnitude of 
the oil spill indicates that a 
Comprehensive Assessment (See Range 
of Assessment Procedures Section) may 
be conducted, time constraints may 
dictate that baseline, initial and early 
sampling for damage assessment be 
conducted before the completion of the 
preassessment phase. 

NOAA encourages use of existing 
information sources, where appropriate, 
as a means to facilitate early sampling 
and data collection design. Because 
existing baseline information may be 
incomplete or outdated, sampling and 
data collection may be necessary to 
establish or to verify baseline levels and 
document deviations from these levels 
over a short period of time. NOAA 
expects this phase of sampling to be 
conducted immediately following an oil 
spill, prior to initiation of damage 
assessment/restoration studies and, 
possibly, simultaneously with the 
preassessment phase. 

Careful early sampling methodology, 
adherence to strict QA/QC, chain-of- 
custody and initiation of data 
management procedures will be crucial 
to the overall success of formal studies 
and, further, the entire damage % 

assessment/restoration process. 

NOAA will encourage the 
development of regional/local protocols, 
consistent with the national guidance, to 
cover this phase of sampling, to include 
provision for Quality Assurance/Quality 
Control procedures and to recommend 
the early initiation of a data 
management program. If developed by 
local/regional trustees, these protocols 
will identify existing local/regional data 
bases, appropriate publications to the 
area of concern and draw upon local 
resources (Fishermen, resource 
managers, etc.) to identify sensitive 
habitats, species and other sources of 
information. These protocols will also 
identify local agencies charged with 
assessing injury and should be 
developed in close coordination with 
other trustees and with agencies 
developing local area contingency plans. 
These protocols can identify physical 
and chemical parameters, and specific 
target organisms (biota) for 
consideration for sampling, identify 
ecosystems and habitats of especial 
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sensitivity, identify local agencies 
charged with assessing injury and 
provide detailed sampling 
methodologies. 

The support document will provide 
generalized direction for the trustees 
and may indicate minimal requirements 
for inclusion in the development of 
regional/local protocols on baseline and 
early sampling procedures. Some of the 
topics being considered for inclusion in 
the supporting document are: factors to 
be considered by the trustees before 
initiating an early sampling and data 
collection effort; guidance and 
methodology on sampling physical and 
biological parameters for petroleum 
hydrocarbon analyses and biological 
measurements; identification of local 
key organisms and sensitive habitats; 
and identification of local natural 
resources agencies to be involved in 
early sampling and data collection. 

The following are examples of the 
minimum early sampling efforts that 
should be conducted to prevent the loss 
of data from pre-spill or initial impact 
conditions and to collect chemical and 
biological data before the initiation of a 
damage assessment/restoration plan. 

Baseline, or Benchmark, Sampling 

Where possible and appropriate, 
samples of water, sediment and fauna 
and/or flora should be taken to 
demonstrate hydrocarbon 
concentrations and biochemical markers 
in these natural resources at 
uncontaminated levels. Some of the 
sampling should be conducted at sites 
for which previous data are available. 

Identification of potential trophic 
interactions and food chain interactions 
particularly as they might affect 
predators, including man. This desktop 
exercise should identify the presence of 
various “indicator” organisms, i.e., 
mussels or other bivalve molluscs 
which, because of their ability to 
bioaccumulate hydrocarbons, have been 
extensively studied and the fate and 
effect of exposure to petroleum 
hydrocarbons in these species are well 
documented. Also, these same 
organisms often play an important role 
in the food chain which increases the 
importance of their consideration for 
sampling. 

Early Sampling 

For all sampling conducted in areas of 
impact, sampling of similar parameters 
and organisms should be conducted in 
adjacent areas that have not been 
contaminated. This reference data will 
be especially crucial if sampling had not 
or cannot be conducted in the 
contaminated area before impact of the 
oil spill. All sampling should be 


designed and conducted, where 
practicable, to allow valid statistical 
comparisons between impacted and 
non-impacted conditions to be inferred. 
Sampling might include: 

Physical parameters. Where 
practicable, samples should include 
water, sediments and samples of the 
contaminant itself to document temporal 
changes which will affect toxicity. 
Sampling should be conducted to 
document spatial and temporal changes 
in hydrocarbon concentrations. Because 
the presence of petroleum hydrocarbons 
in the water column is often ephemeral, 
it is desirable to use a technique that 
can demonstrate exposure over a given 
period of time. This can be 
accomplished by transplanting mussels 
or other bivalve mollusks from a known 
hydrocarbon-free area to impacted 
areas, holding them in cages at 
appropriate depths, then sampling them 
and/or replacing them periodically. 

Fauna, invertebrates. For 
demonstration of hydrocarbon levels in 
tissues, live or moribund organisms 
should be sampled, where practicable. 
Of particular importance is collecting 
samples of native bivalve molluscan 
species identical to those used for the 
cage measurements. Organisms, both 
surface and burrowing, in the nearshore 
area and from beaches in area of 
impact, should be collected for 
hydrocarbon analyses. Data on spatial 
and temporal occurrence of dead 
organisms should be collected. In some 
cases, actual dead organisms should be 
collected and preserved or frozen. If 
practicable, data on biological 
parameters should be collected. 

Fauna, Fish. (Procedures are similar to 
those mentioned for invertebrate fauna.) 
Sampling should be not only on resident 
fish, but also juvenile fish, if they 
migrate through the impacted area and 
adult fish if they migrate into the impact 
area to spawn or feed. Samples 
representing all life stages, as they 
occur, should be collected. A note of 
caution—fish are able to metabolize 
petroleum hydrocarbons, therefore, 
demonstrating correlations between 
specific levels of tissue hydrocarbons 
and a particular injury is difficult. 
Sampling here should have lower 
priority than sampling for invertebrate 
fauna. For fish that are suspected of 
being vulnerable to oil contamination, 
biological data should be collected as 
time allows. 

Fauna, Other Vertebrates. Where 
practicable, boat or aircraft surveys 
should be conducted in the area of 
impact and in the path of the oil spill to 
determine the abundance and 
distribution of seabird and marine 
mammalian species in the area. 


Statistically valid survey methods 
should be employed to ensure the 
accuracy of the estimates. Terrestrial 
vertebrate fauna (amphibians, reptiles, 
birds, mammals) in the area of impact 
are generally dependent upon resources 
provided by the aquatic marine 
environment; consequently, they may be 
vulnerable to injury from exposure to 
petroleum hydrocarbons. If possible, 
biological data should be gathered from 
these organisms. 

Carcasses should be collected and 
preserved, if practicable. Moribund 
animals (primarily birds and mammals) 
or otherwise obviously exposed animals 
may require transportation to 
rehabilitation centers specially created 
for this purpose. Animals that 
subsequently die should be necropsied 
and tissues preserved for 
histopathological and contaminant 
analyses. 

Flora. Early sampling is important 
because of the perishable nature of most 
plant material. Species should include 
those both common and unique to the 
area of impact and should be sampled 
for both chemical (hydrocarbon) and 
biological parameters. 

Subsequent Sampling 

During the continuing active dispersal 
of the oil and after the major movement 
of oil, there should be repetitive 
sampling of water, sediments and 
contaminant. Sampling of biota and 
collection of dead flora/fauna should 
continue. Damage assessment/ 
restoration study plans should be ready 
to be phased in and sampling for 
parameters not discussed above may be 
implemented. Besides specific studies 
there should be general, periodic 
monitoring continuing into the 
restoration phase. There should be close 
coordination here among all trustee 
agencies and their investigators for 
continual scrutiny for identification of 
impacts to natural resources that have 
been possibly overlooked. 

Sampling Techniques/Procedures 

Quality Assurance/Quality Control 
(QA/QC). To ensure the integrity of 
data and observations collected, all 
samples collected under this part will be 
subjected to QA/QC and chain-of- 
custody procedures as outlined in 
regional/local protocols and QA/QC 
plans. See appendix II for a sample plan. 

General Field Methods 

Transect lines, randomness of 
samples or subsamples (pooled), specific 
sampling methodology, hydrocarbon- 
free sampling containers and replicates 
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are to be addressed in the regional and 
local protocols. 

NOAA seeks comment on how 
interested parties could be encouraged 
to collect baseline information to be 
used in future assessments. What 
incentives would encourage parties to 
conduct these types of studies in areas 
prone to spills? 

Coordination With Economists and 
Economic Issues 

Current Status Under 43 CFR Part 11 

Although not specifically mentioned 
in the existing regulations, economists 
are intended to play an essential role in 
translating injuries to natural resources 
into a dollar figure (damages). Since 
economists integrate the other 
components of the damage assessment, 
close consultation between resource 
specialists and economists facilitates 
accurate damage determination. 

Quantification 

The current rule provides that 
quantification of the change in the 
resource be expressed in terms of the 
change in the level of services that the 
resource provides. These services 
include, among others, flood and erosion 
control, habitat and food chains, as well 
as such human uses as recreation. The 
methodology to be used in the Damage 
Determination phase is critical in 
determining which services to measure 
in the Quantification phase. 

Damage Determination 

The current rule provides that, 
although the primary measure of 
damages is the cost of restoration or 
replacement of the injured resources, the 
damage claim shall also include the 
diminution in value of the injured 
resources pending restoration or 
replacement. This diminution of value is 
based upon the reduction in the level of 
services the injured resources provided 
to another resource or to humans as a 
result of the discharge or release. The 
economic value of the services to be 
restored or replaced may also be used to 
determine restoration priorities. In those 
instances where the trustee determines 
that the resources should be allowed to 
recover naturally, the primary measure 
of damages then will be the value of the 
lost services pending that natural 
recovery. 

Summary of Comments 

Although several comments dealing 
with economic issues were received in 
response to the two Advance Notices, 
many of the comments summarized 
below were given during the one 
workshop held in November 1991 that 
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dealt solely with economic principles 
and issues. Therefore, the following 
summary of comments is given only to 
promote and focus additional comments 
on these issues. 

General Comments 

Most comments were consistent with 
the following framework of economic 
principles for natural resource damage 
assessment under OPA: Damages under 
OPA are compensatory rather than 
punitive; the measure of damages under 
OPA is the cost of restoration, 
rehabilitation, replacement or 
acquisition of the equivalent resources, 
costs of assessment, plus the diminution 
in value of those resources pending 
restoration; the law does not allow 
double recovery of damages; and any 
economic studies conducted should be 
based upon sound economic theory. 

Several commenters specifically 
suggested components that should be 
included in the damage figure, including 
social and economic damages, and 
“stress” and “emotional distress” 
resulting from a spill. Others stated that 
the rule should suggest methods which 
account for the extra harm that might 
result from a spill in areas that are more 
susceptible to serious injury due to 
previous polluting events. Another 
suggested, however, that economists 
need to isolate the damage due to a 
specific spill event from damages due to 
concurrent events such as droughts, 
floods, etc. Some commenters suggested 
that natural resource damages should be 
limited to those directly resulting from 
injury to natural resources and are not 
intended to measure the total social 
costs of a spill. One commenter also 
suggested that increased resource 
impacts caused by an ill-advised 
cleanup action (e.g., cleanup where 
natural recovery would have been the 
best course of action) should not be 
assessed against the responsible party. 
Finally, one commenter pointed out that 
trustees should avoid the fallacy of the 
statement that “some number is better 
than no number.” 

Concerning methods to calculate 
damages, many commenters indicated 
that each economic methodology has 
some shortcomings so the trustee should 
consider how and when each 
methodology should be used. Some 
stated that the trustee should rely on 
market or behavior-based methods to 
value the losses, before using other 
methods. Several commenters stated 
that, in valuing resources, willingness to 
accept (or sell) should be the 
appropriate measure, rather than 
willingness to pay. Quite a few 
commenters stated that, if a rate for 
discounting future damages is specified 


in the rule, NOAA should not adopt the 
10% discount rate contained in 43 CFR 
Part 11 and upheld in Ohio v. U.S. 
Department of the Interior 

Offsetting 

Some suggested that benefits from the 
actions of the RP should be used to 
offset possible damages for lost use. For 
instance, where dredging was necessary 
for navigational enhancement, dredging 
undertaken by the RP as part of spill 
clean up should be offset against the 
damage claim. However, another 
commenter suggested that one should 
only count those offsetting benefits that 
are similar to the lost uses. 

Public versus Private Recoveries 

On the issue of “public” versus 
"private” recoveries, several 
commenters stated that the rule should 
recognize that the government has no 
right to recover damages for purely 
private causes of action, such as the 
increased transportation costs and 
economic rents that might result from a 
spill. 

Grossly Disproportionate 

Several commenters addressed the 
issue of when restoration costs might be 
“grossly disproportionate" to the value 
of the injured resources. Several 
commenters suggested that there should 
be no numeric factor applied to the ratio 
of “costs” to “value.” although a few of 
the commenters did suggest a specific 
numeric factor. One commenter stated 
that attempts to quantify grossly 
disproportionate are irrelevant if the 
term “value” includes estimates of 
nonuse values, claiming that restoration 
costs would always be smaller than the 
estimated nonuse value of the injured 
resources. Finally, another commenter 
pointed out that according to OPA the 
“grossly disproportionate” consideration 
applies only to the trustees’ decision to 
acquire equivalent resources rather than 
restore, rehabilitate or replace the 
injured resources. 

Reasonable Cost 

OPA includes reasonable assessment 
costs as part of the damage figure. 
Assessment costs are one of the three 
basic statutory elements of damages. 
Some commenters suggested that NOAA 
consider defming the term “reasonable 
cost” differently from the definition 
currently found in 43 CFR Part 11, which 
suggests that “reasonable” assessment 
costs would not be greater than the 
expected damage figure. Others 
suggested that the rule should not try to 
define the term since the determination 
of “reasonable” must be made on a 
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case-by-case basis and would vary, for 
example, depending upon the type of 
habitat affected. 

Restoration 

Several of the commenters addressed 
the economic component of restoration. 
One commenter stated that the trustee 
should restore “services/* rather than 
resources, since replacing services is 
equal to restoring resources. Others 
stated that a trustee may be able to 
replace resources by restoring the 
services at a lesser cost than restoring 
the resources, but such replacement 
should be with “in kind*’ resources. 

Finally, with respect to the hierarchy 
of restoration related remedies, one 
commenter suggested that the 
requirement in OPA to restore, 
rehabilitate or replace prior to acquiring 
equivalent resources is based on the 
assumption that economists cannot or 
do not fully identify and value services 
associated with a specific resource. 

Resource Values 

Many of the commenters dealt with 
the issue of valuing lost services. Some 
of these commenters noted that the 
important focus in a damage assessment 
i9 on the reduction in the flow of 
services caused by a spill. Other 
commenters suggested that there may be 
services for which economic values 
cannot be calculated. A few commenters 
specifically raised the issue of trying to 
put a value on indirect services provided 
by certain resources, e.g., cultural or 
religious values. 

On the issue of what kinds of values 
one might include in a damage 
assessment under OPA. several of the 
commenters pointed out that OPA, its 
legislative history and the decision in 
Ohio v. Department of the Interior. 080 
F.2d 432 (DC Cir. 1989), mandate the 
recovery of both lost use and nonuse 
values. There are many categorizations 
possible for lost services. “Nonuse” 
values generally refer to values which 
cannot be inferred from a person’s 
behavior, e.g., the value of knowing that 
pristine areas continue to exist. Some 
commenters requested that the rule 
provide guidance in identifying the 
different components of resource value 
in a damage assessment. 

Many other commenters suggested 
that “nonuse” values do not exist for 
many resources and that, furthermore, 
where injury is only temporary and 
resources can be restored, their value 
would not be diminished. Recovery for 
nonuse values would be punitive, in 
these cases, rather than compensatory. 
One of these commenters also argued 
that the Ohio decision could be 
applicable to OPA assessments. As 


such, damages could only include all 
“reliably calculated" values. Since 
methods to measure nonuse values are 
considered unreliable by some, this 
commenter claimed that nonuse values 
would not be allowable under the Ohio 
decision. 

Measurement Methodologies 

Some commenters stated that the rule 
should enumerate which methods can 
reliably estimate value. Other 
commenters, however, suggested that 
the rule should avoid specifying 
methodologies, and instead allow the 
trustees to use standard and acceptable 
economic valuation methodologies, such 
as travel cost, etc. By allowing the 
trustees’ discretion to invoke standard, 
acceptable methodologies, the 
regulations should avoid limiting the use 
of new methodologies as they become 
available. Finally, one commenter stated 
that the rule should not prohibit any 
specific method. 

Travel Cost Methodology 

Some commenters stated that the 
travel cost models reflect people’s 
actions rather than what people say, 
and are therefore preferable to non- 
market methods. Several comments 
were made about how travel co 9 t 
models should be implemented. Some of 
these suggested that the rule should give 
guidance on when to use single-site 
models and when to use (and how 
many) multiple sites. Multiple site 
models may result in better estimates by 
accounting for substitute sites. These 
models, however, are more costly and 
time-consuming to implement. Some 
commenters pointed out that when using 
simultaneous equation models with 
multiple sites, the models must take into 
account congestion effects and 
differential quality of substitutes. 

Finally, some commenters raised the 
question of how economists should 
value the opportunity cost for time of the 
visitor. 

Unit Day 

One question raised by several of the 
commenters is whether it is cost- 
effective to conduct economic valuation 
studies for “small” spills. Some of the 
commenters suggested the use of “unit 
values,” average per day values for 
resource uses, as a possible assessment 
tool for a small spill or small impacts. 
Some commenters cautioned that this 
methodology may be inappropriate 
where substitute sites are available or 
when used to quantify the reduced 
quality of experience. 


Hedonic Property Models 

Some commenters stated that the 
hedonic property models should be used 
in natural resource damage 
assessments. These models can be used 
to measure the effect of a spill on 
property values, i.e., measuring the 
reduction in value of environmental 
amenities. For example, one commenter 
pointed out that an oil spill can have 
long-term aesthetic impacts on beach¬ 
front property. A few of these 
commenters noted, however, that the 
use of the hedonic property model may 
not be cost-effective for most oil spills. 
One commenter suggested that 
“average” hedonic effects of oil spills 
might be inferred by comparing 
properties which are subject to chronic 
low level pollution with properties not 
subject to such pollution. 

Other commenters noted that several 
factors may minimize the usefulness of 
hedonic property models in damage 
assessments. Some of these commenters 
pointed out that hedonic property value 
models depend upon long-term averages 
of housing markets and may not be 
useful to measure short-term effects of a 
spill. Another commenter indicated that 
the model should include data collected 
both before and after the spill. Finally, 
other commenters stated that it is hard 
to separate “public” from “private” 
values when using a hedonic property 
model. 

Contingent Valuation Methodology 

The use of Contingent Valuation 
Methodology (CVM) in natural resource 
damage assessments precipitated 
numerous comments. Although CVM is 
an established economic methodology, 
its use in measuring “nonuse” values is 
controversial. CVM is a valuation 
method which uses surveys to ask 
people about their values for certain 
goods or amenities, e.g., how much 
would they be willing to pay to restore 
an injured resource. Many of the 
commenters noted that CVM is a tool 
that should be available to trustees to 
measure nonuse values since there is 
currently no other method that can 
measure these values. Some of these 
commenters stated that the rule should 
place no constraints on the use of CVM. 
Other commenters suggested that 
certain factors should be considered in 
designing a CVM survey, e.g., 
geographic area covered and the 
possible effects of the public’s outrage 
over the spill. 

Many other commenters expressed 
reluctance in allowing the use of CVM 
to measure nonuse values. Since a 
rebuttable presumption is granted to the 
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trustees for using the damage 
assessment procedures prescribed by 
the regulations, these commenters 
opposed the use of “unreliable 
methodologies.” Other commenters 
suggested that limitations on the use of 
CVM should be imposed. They proposed 
that CVM, for example, should be used 
only where there is irreversible injury or 
unique resources involved. Some 
commenters suggested that the rule 
should describe the kinds of scenarios 
where CVM may be used and should 
provide guidance on how to apply CVM. 
For example, the rule should specify 
preference or guidance for: Mail, phone 
or in-person surveys; open-ended versus 
close-ended valuation questions; 
measuring willingness to pay versus 
willingness to accept; surveys about 
preventing all spills; broad 
environmental issues or specific events; 
testing with real world experiments; 
animosity towards spillen what type of 
CVM survey; and how to test reliability 
of results. Finally, another commenter 
suggested that the trustees conduct a 
survey and other studies in sensitive 
areas before spills rather than after 
spills, to avoid “outrage” being a factor 
in the values, and compare the results to 
an “after” study to measure the values. 

Many commenters noted that there is 
still much study needed on the use of 
CVM to measure nonuse values. One 
commenter suggested that NOAA 
should commission the National 
Academy of Sciences to evaluate the 
use of CVM in a damage assessment 
context. However, another commenter 
pointed out that there are no existing 
published papers measuring nonuse 
values from oil spills for the Academy to 
review. 

Discussion and Initial Proposal 

NOAA has not yet determined its 
initial position on the various economic 
issues raised in this section. Therefore, 
NOAA is seeking further comment 
concerning all the economic issues to be 
addressed in the rulemaking, 
particularly those concerning 
methodologies for selecting restoration 
projects, estimating the diminution in 
value of resources affected by a spill 
and determining how to avoid double 
counting. In addition, NOAA seeks 
comment on the use of contingent 
valuation methodology and/or 
alternative methodologies in natural 
resource damage assessments. 

Range of Assessment Procedures 

Current Status Under 43 CFR Part 11— 
The Type A Model 

A computer model for estimating 
damages due to small spills of oil or 


hazardous substances is available for 
the Coastal and Marine Environments. 
The current model estimates injury 
based upon user input on certain 
parameters of the spill and bases 
damages upon average use values. The 
model is currently being revised to 
comply with Colorado v. Department of 
the Interior and Ohio v. Department of 
the Interior to incorporate restoration 
costs and nonuse values, as well as to 
update use values. It is expected that the 
Department of the Interior will propose 
a model for the Great Lakes in the near 
future. This model will estimate 
damages based upon restoration costs 
and average use and nonuse values. 

The Type B Procedures 

These procedures contain a step-by- 
step process for determining the degree 
of injury to natural resources as a result 
of the discharge of oil or release of a 
hazardous substance. They also detail 
how to quantify that injury, establish 
restoration costs and develop a 
compensable value for that injury. The 
Type B Procedures are also being 
revised in accordance with Ohio v. 
Department of the Interior and Colorado 
v. Department of the Interior ,. 

Summary of Comments 

Many commenters indicated a 
preference for providing a variety of 
assessment procedures, including 
simplified procedures as well as 
comprehensive procedures depending 
on the circumstances. Simplified 
procedures are most applicable for small 
spills that would otherwise not be 
addressed because the cost of 
conducting an assessment might be 
greater than the ultimate recovery. 
Commenters noted that the use of 
simplified procedures would be less 
costly to the trustees as well as the 
responsible party, and will result in 
more timely recoveries. The benefit of 
the rebuttable presumption should be 
granted for use of any of these 
authorized procedures. 

Some commenters questioned whether 
any procedure less than a 
comprehensive damage assessment was 
sufficient under OPA. These 
commenters noted that only a 
comprehensive damage assessment 
would properly estimate use and nonuse 
values. Others noted that regardless of 
procedures chosen, OPA requires that 
the measure of damages must be based 
upon restoration costs plus use and 
nonuse values plus reasonable 
assessment costs. Other commenters 
represented a different view, indicating 
that since injuries as a result of oil spills 
are short-term, damages should be 
based upon restoration costs and lost 


use values alone. According to these 
commenters, since nonuse values cannot 
be accurately determined, their use in a 
model or compensation formula may 
produce recoveries far in excess of what 
is needed to restore the environment. 
Therefore, nonuse values, it was argued, 
should not be required by OPA. 

With respect to freshwater/riverine 
spills, some commenters noted the need 
for simplified and cost-effective 
procedures. Regarding urban resources, 
some commenters noted a need for the 
development of efficient methods to 
account for these values. 

Compensation Formula or Computer 
Model 

Several commenters indicated that a 
compensation table or computer model 
must be based upon an accurate 
estimate of restoration costs and that 
such costs must bear a reliable 
relationship to actual injuries to natural 
resources as a result of the spill. 
Comments regarding this premise fell 
into two very different categories. The 
first category argued that the factors 
taken into account by the table or model 
should be limited. Since the OPA is 
compensatory and not punitive, a model 
or table should not incorporate values 
which may be difficult to measure. 
Accordingly, this category of 
commenters would not allow the use of 
any option or existence values. The 
second category expressed concern 
about the use of a model or table 
because of the possibility that either one 
would underestimate the injuries. % 
Commenters in this category, therefore, 
argued for the inclusion of option and 
existence values. According to these 
commenters. even if the resource 
recovered, there will be some 
diminution in value over the recovery 
period. Similarly, option values may 
remain impaired until recovery. 

Several commenters agreed that a 
compensation formula, table or model is 
practical. Such a scheme could be based 
upon existing fish kill tables and on 
similar tables which should be 
developed for birds. Other studies, 
including those for existence or option 
values as well as those that assess 
values for regional wetlands, could be 
converted into a database and 
incorporated into the table or model. 
Some of these commenters identified 
factors that the table or model should 
take into account. These include: The 
scarcity of a resource in a given area; 
the size of the spill; and assuring that 
the compensation value is a significant 
enough deterrent so that it does not 
merely become a cost of doing business. 
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In addition, the data should be 
periodically updated. 

A number of commenters indicated 
that a table could be similar to a 
workmen’s compensation scheme which 
includes predetermined values for 
injuries but requires that those injuries 
be verified. Another commenter 
expressed a similar desire for a "reality 
check" between the table and the 
observed extent of impact. 

With respect to which databases 
should be incorporated in a table or 
model, some commenters indicated a 
preference for databases reflecting 
national values rather than regional 
values. Conversely, other commenters 
stated that any model or table should be 
developed using regional and local data 
to correspond more closely to local 
environments and resource 
characteristics. One commenter 
indicated that the values incorporated in 
either the model or the table should be 
compared to natural resource damage 
awards resulting from litigation. 

Concerning the use of a computer 
model, commenters indicated that it 
would more accurately evaluate 
variables than a simplistic formula. 
Models incorporating a number of key 
variables could be a useful assessment 
tool and could provide a cost-effective, 
reliable and rapid assessment. 

Expedited Damage Assessment 

NOAA proposed an expedited 
procedure concept in the workshops. In 
an Expedited Damage Assessment 
(EDA) the trustee would determine the 
amount of area affected, observe the 
direct mortality and then initiate 
restoration planning based upon those 
estimates. EDA, therefore, would offer 
some focused injury determination 
studies and allow the initiation of 
restoration more quickly than if a full 
assessment were undertaken. 
Commenters suggested that the rule 
should clearly elaborate the differences 
between the types of assessment 
procedures. A poorly defined range of 
options opens up a good possibility for 
disputes. A number of commenters 
noted that the public should be involved 
in EDA. Other commenters noted that 
EDA would be particularly useful for 
scenarios where there is little 
information regarding impacts. While 
not directly related to an EDA, some 
commenters argued for an expedited 
process where no restoration is 
required. This would enable the RPs to 
settle early and would avoid subjecting 
the RP to an inappropriate penalty. 

Comprehensive Damage Assessment 

Many commenters indicated that the 
trustees should maintain the option of 


conducting a comprehensive damage 
assessment when simplified procedures 
would be inadequate to restore the 
affected resources and services. Other 
commenters indicated that industry may 
wish to compel the trustee to undertake 
a full NRDA where the RP disagrees 
with the trustee's decision to use a 
simplified procedure. Under those 
circumstances, some commenters 
suggested that industry might agree to 
be bound by the NRDA. 

Notwithstanding the fact that the RP 
would pay for the assessment, some 
trustees would oppose allowing the RP 
to compel the trustee to conduct a full 
NRDA. 

Some commenters recommended that 
the regulations provide a mechanism to 
calculate the amount of oil spilled. One 
commenter proposed that the trustee be 
granted the assumption that the entire 
cargo wa9 spilled. The RP, therefore, 
would have the burden to show that a 
lesser amount was spilled. However, 
other commenters indicated that such an 
assumption would be unfair to the 
responsible party. 

Discussion and Initial Proposal 

NOAA is considering providing the 
trustees with a variety of assessment 
procedures, and providing guidance to 
the trustees in selecting the procedure 
most appropriate for a particular spill. 
The trustees would be able to choose 
among the various procedures based 
upon the circumstances of the spill or 
the resources involved. The availability 
of a compensation table or computer 
model for a particular spill, for example, 
would not necessarily rule out the use of 
an expedited or comprehensive damage 
assessment procedure where the trustee 
finds that the either a compensation 
table or computer model would not be 
the best method for assessing damages. 
Parallel assessments using more than 
one procedure may be allowed, 
provided there is no double counting. 

Compensation Table 

NOAA is proceeding with the 
development of a compensation table, to 
be proposed later this year. A 
compensation table could be used for a 
range of spills, including smaller spills, 
spills in industrialized or biologically 
degraded areas, spills in open water and 
spills where it would be difficult to 
ascertain precise injury. It is likely the 
table would be based upon a dollar per 
gallon formula taking into account 
average restoration costs plus average 
lost use and non-use values pending 
restoration. The variables will be the 
amount and type of oil spilled and the 
region and habitat type in which the 
spill occurs. It will provide the trustees 


with procedures that have both national 
consistency and regional specificity. It is 
also contemplated that the table may 
even be estuary- or bay-specific for 
areas that are likely to experience 
numerous spills. When the 
compensation table is proposed, NOAA 
will provide all supporting 
documentation concerning the 
determination of damages to permit a 
thorough public review and comment 
opportunity. 

Adoption of the Revised Type A Model 

The use of the revised Type A model 
might be appropriate for a range of 
spills. NOAA is working closely with 
the Department of the Interior in the 
revision of the current Coastal and 
Marine Model, as well as the 
development of the Great Lakes Model, 
in anticipation of the recommendation 
that these models be adopted for certain 
spills under OPA. 

Expedited Damage Assessment 

Experience has indicated that where 
the trustees and responsible parties 
have best cooperated in conducting a 
damage assessment, the assessment has 
been neither a ‘Type A" nor ‘Type B" 
approach, as these are currently 
constituted, but often has combined 
aspects of both. To take advantage of 
this practical experience, NOAA may 
propose an EDA procedure. This 
procedure will require more field work 
than the typical "Type A" assessment 
including minimal, short-term injury 
determination studies. The goal of the 
EDA will be to facilitate early initiation 
of restoration. 

The injury determination studies 
would be based upon initial mortality 
and the area and/or types of habitat 
affected by the oil spill. Predetermined 
use and nonuse values, possibly from 
the compensation table or revised Type 
A model, could also be included as 
damages. Alternatively, use and nonuse 
values could be determined through 
minimal and relatively quick economic 
studies. Using this initial basis, the 
trustee would then identify restoration 
activities that could be implemented in 
the near future. 

While it is impossible to anticipate all 
the scenarios which would be 
appropriate for EDA procedures, the 
regulations will identify a number of 
factors that could indicate the use of an 
EDA. These factors include, among 
others, the size of the spill, 
environmental sensitivity of the 
impacted ecosystem to the spill, unique 
species, type of oil and the time of year. 
Any of these factors alone or in 
combination with each other could be 
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sufficient to warrant use of expedited 
procedures. 

Comprehensive Damage Assessment 

The trustees may determine that the 
circumstances of the particular spill will 
require a more lengthy and detailed 
damage assessment. Such an 
assessment would be similar, in 
concept, to the Type B procedures. 
NOAA seeks further comment upon the 
applicability of the Type B procedures 
and how such procedures should be 
tailored to meet the requirements of 
OPA. 

Injury and Pathway Determination 
Current Status Under 43 CFR Part 11 

To assert a natural resource damages 
claim, authorized officials must 
establish that an injury, i.e., an adverse 
change in the resource, occurred and 
roust link that injury through a pathway 
to a discharge or release. Otherwise, 
further assessment actions cannot be 
taken and no assessment costs can be 
recovered. All of the natural resources 
specified by CERCLA have been placed 
into one of the following five groups: 
Surface water, ground water, air, 
geologic and biological resources. 
Specific definitions of injury are 
provided for each group which focus on 
the physical chemical or biological 
properties of the resource that enable it 
to provide one or more services. To 
establish injury, there must be a 
measurable adverse change in the 
resource that is detectable by 
observation or scientific methods. The 
change must be to the physical or 
chemical quality or in the viability of the 
resource. The rule created new 
standards (based upon FDA standards. 
State health directives and eighteen 
measurable adverse changes in 
viability) that establish injury to 
biological resources. New injury 
definitions were also developed for 
geologic resources. Injury definitions for 
air, ground water and surface water 
resources are based upon state and 
Federal standards. Using these 
standards, trustees are able to 
determine that an injury has occurred 
without having to prove that the specific 
substance or oil was the sole cause of 
that injury. 

In addition to the injury standards 
identified above, new standards for 
injuries may be established through the 
use of acceptance criteria. Under the 
current regulations, the acceptance 
criteria to be used for developing new 
biological resource viability standards 
include: (1) The biological response is 
often the result of exposure to oil or 
hazardous substances; (2) exposure to 


oil or hazardous substances is known to 
cause a given biological response in 
free-ranging organisms: (3) exposure to 
oil or hazardous substances is known to 
cause a given biological response in 
organisms in controlled experiments; 
and (4) the biological response 
measurement is practical to perform and 
produces scientifically valid results. 

New research necessary to develop new 
viability standards that meet the criteria 
would constitute costs beyond those 
which the trustees can claim as part of 
an assessment. 

In addition to satisfying the injury 
definition, the pathway of the 
discharged or released substance to the 
resource must be demonstrated, and 
exposure of the resource to the 
substance must be confirmed. 

Summary of Comments 

Several commcnters stated that oil 
spills do not result in permanent or long- 
lasting environmental impacts. Most of 
the environmental impacts are transient 
and are usually rapidly remedied by 
cleanup and natural processes. One of 
the commcnters, therefore, suggested 
that any spill of 100 gallons or less 
should be exempted from the damage 
assessment process. 

Other commenters noted that long¬ 
term impacts may not be evident for 
years after a spill and suggested more 
research regarding such effects on the 
environment. Some of the commenters 
suggested that the assessment should 
include studies on certain types of 
sublethal effects such as impacts on 
reproductive cycles, recovery of 
diversity and long-term health of the 
ecosystem itself. Until these effects are 
identified, each damage assessment 
should include compensation payment 
for unknown or cumulative effects. Such 
awards should be used for monitoring 
long-term research into such cumulative 
effects. 

Several of the commenters stated that 
the acceptance criteria are too strict 
Some of these commenters suggested 
that injury should be defined merely by 
demonstrating that resources were “at 
risk“ as a result of the spill. The 
trustees, therefore, would be allowed to 
assume injury rather than meet some 
“threshold." Others suggested that 
trustees need only prove that injury to 
resources is, “more likely than not to 
have occurred." Other commenters, 
however, stated that the acceptance 
criteria should be sustained because 
they ensure that injuries claimed for are 
attributable to a spill. 

Discussion and Initial Proposal 
Certain viability standards that 


measure biological responses, such as 
eggshell thinning or death due to brain 
cholinesterase enzyme activity, which 
are codified at 43 CFR part 11 as injury 
standards, are specific to particular 
kinds of hazardous substances. These 
standards are inappropriate for the OPA 
regulations which address only oil, and, 
accordingly, will not be adopted^The 
remaining codified biological injury 
definitions can be linked to exposure to 
oil. NOAA seeks comment concerning 
which of the remaining definitions 
should be incorporated into the 
proposed rule. 

Scientific literature has established 
that death, as well as certain types of 
sublethal effects on fish and wildlife, 
including mammals, can be linked to 
exposure to oil. For example, oil-induced 
injuries to fish include fin erosion, 
cancers, reduced fish reproduction and 
avoidance behavior. Reduced 
reproduction in bird populations has 
also resulted from exposure to oil 
Finally, in wildlife, exposure to oil has 
led to overt external malformations, 
skeletal deformities, internal whole 
organ and soft tissue malformations, 
and histopathologicai lesions. NOAA 
seeks comment on whether any of these 
sublethal effects should be incorporated 
into the OPA regulations. 

Injury definitions should also be 
addressed for the other resource 
categories considered in the current rule: 
Surface water, ground water, air and 
geologic resources. NOAA seeks 
comment on whether to develop 
different injury definitions for these 
resources, or to adopt or revise the 
current definitions. 

The acceptance criteria in the current 
rule have been criticized a 9 being too 
stringent. NOAA is seeking additional 
comment on the applicability of these 
acceptance criteria in developing 
additional adverse viability standards 
for injuries to biological resources under 
OPA. Under OPA, a trustee seeking 
compensation as a result of spills 
requiring more than a simplified 
assessment would still have to meet the 
causation requirement of demonstrating 
an adverse change in the resources, 
showing a pathway of contamination 
and confirming exposure of the resource 
to the oil. If these criteria are too 
stringent, what standards would be used 
to establish than an observed biological 
response is a measurable adverse 
change in the viability of that resource 
as a result of exposure to the discharge 
oil? 
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Restoration Guidance and Costs 
Current Status Under 43 CFR Part 11 

The existing procedures give guidance 
to trustees in developing a plan for the 
restoration, rehabilitation, replacement 
or acquisition of the equivalent of the 
natural resources under their 
trusteeship. The procedures allow for 
adequate public notice, opportunity for a 
hearing and consideration of all public 
comment before a final plan is 
developed and implemented. Trustees 
are to develop possible alternatives for 
restoration, rehabilitation, replacement, 
and/or acquisition of equivalent 
resources. For large, complex 
assessments involving a variety of 
resources and services, there may exist 
several restoration alternatives. The 
trustees may consider any combination 
of restoration, rehabilitation, 
replacement, and/or acquisition actions 
under these circumstances, provided 
that these actions return the injured 
natural resources and the services that 
they provide to the public to the levels 
before the spill. 

Summary of Comments 

There appeared to be general 
consensus that only guidance, not rigid 
requirements, should be provided in the 
regulations in determining damages 
through restoration planning and 
implementation of restoration activities. 
Concerning a possible hierarchy of 
restoration, comments varied depending 
on whether emphasis was on inland 
spills or coastal spills. The majority of 
the views expressed on the issue of 
coastal spills indicated that restoration 
of the natural resources should be the 
primary objective followed by 
replacement, and that acquisition should 
be considered only as a last resort. 
Commenters regarding inland spills 
suggested that the order of preference 
should be reversed. Some indicated that, 
in sites where trustees are not sure of 
how to restore, acquisition should not be 
a last resort. These commenters 
indicated that humans may lack the 
technology to restore an inland system 
and, furthermore, that restoration may 
cause more harm than good. 

Concern was expressed that because 
there are few proven restoration 
techniques, remediation rather than 
restoration may be the only alternative. 
Accordingly, trustees indicated that the 
definition of “technically feasible** in the 
current rule is too stringent since it 
requires that restoration techniques be 
well known and that each element of a 
restoration plan have a reasonable 
chance of successful completion in an 
acceptable period of time. These 
trustees suggested that the rule allow 


the use of pilot studies where those 
studies have a reasonable chance of 
success. 

Additional commenters indicated that 
timing of the restoration activities is 
important to facilitate natural biological 
cycles. Others noted that monitoring 
must be an integral part of any 
restoration plan to ascertain whether 
the restoration has been a success. 

Some commenters noted that it may be 
difficult to determine at what level 
services should be restored. For 
example, since lower population levels 
can result from natural variability as 
well as from the impact of an oil spill, 
trustees should account for this 
variability in undertaking a restoration. 

Some commenters suggested that the 
trustees consider restoring systems 
rather than individual species. Other 
commenters indicated that trustees 
should consider the option of natural 
recovery since it may be infeasible to 
speed the recovery of local populations 
to their pre-spill densities. By letting 
nature perform many key functions, the 
cost of a restoration or rehabilitation 
project may meet a “reasonable cost” 
criterion. Some commenters suggested 
that natural recovery of an entire 
ecosystem may be a slow process and 
may never accomplish a full return to 
pre-spill species types and/or 
populations. Another commenter 
suggested, however, that recoveries for 
lost use pending restoration can 
compensate for lost services; perhaps 
replacing services by adding access to 
substitute sites. 

Discussion and Initial Proposal 

NOAA is considering providing the 
trustees with guidance on a variety of 
restoration techniques and on the 
selection of restoration alternatives 
most appropriate for a particular spill. 
However, NOAA will encourage the 
trustee to undertake full scale 
restoration projects only after pilot 
projects have been attempted. 

The impacts of each oil spilFare 
influenced by a number of factors, 
including the type and quantity of oil, 
site of the spill, season, temperature and 
wind speed and direction. At a 
minimum, all restoration plans must 
include some maintenance and 
monitoring. In addition, since restoration 
is an emerging technology, the plans 
must incorporate provisions allowing for 
mid-course corrections. NOAA will 
request trustees to address the following 
issues in their planning: What was the 
pre-spill condition of the site; is the site 
frequently exposed to spills; and what is 
the post-cleanup condition of the site. 
The answers to these and perhaps other 
questions (e.g., the amount of money 


available) should form the basis for 
defining the goals and objective criteria 
for restoration. 

Cleanup and remediation actions will 
largely determine the type and amount 
of post-cleanup activities that trustees 
should conduct. In addition, the amount 
and quality of restoration that can be 
undertaken is largely dependent upon 
the limited ability of the responsible 
party to pay. If less than the cost for full 
restoration is obtained, priorities will 
have to be established among the 
natural resources that are candidates for 
restoration. NOAA may recommend that 
the approaches used be based on 
available funds from the settlement or 
award, scientific and management 
recommendations to the Restoration 
Plan and responses of the public during 
the public review process. 

NOAA is considering the use of a 
range of restoration and/or replacement 
alternatives and seeks comment on the 
possible components of that hierarchy. 
These alternatives should include a “No 
Action—Natural Recovery” alternative 
as well as other alternatives that reflect 
varying rates of recovery, alternate 
priority resources, management actions 
or equivalent resource acquisition. 
Restoring, rehabilitating and replacing 
injured resources are similar activities, 
and may be considered simultaneously, 
however, NOAA may recommend that 
resource acquisition be selected as a 
last resort, when it is the only viable 
method of obtaining lost functions. 

NOAA will recommend that all 
restoration plans include some 
monitoring and maintenance, as well as 
the ability to make mid-course 
corrections. Monitoring and 
maintenance should continue until there 
is clear evidence that the system has 
produced the expected succession of 
animal and plant assemblages and has 
stabilized. 

While the actual degree of 
involvement of the RP will be at the 
discretion of the trustees, NOAA 
recommends that restoration planning 
activities be coordinated among the 
trustees and the responsible party. 
Decisions should be made by consensus 
of the trustees. The lead administrative 
trustee should be responsible for 
coordinating activities. Once 
preliminary agreement has been reached 
relative to the types of activities that are 
needed and feasible, notice of the 
preliminary plans should be made public 
and an opportunity provided for a public 
hearing for appropriate spills. Public 
comments should be considered during 
development of the final restoration 
plan. 
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From its research and experience in 
the area of resource and habitat 
restoration. NOAA can make certain 
recommendations in the area of 
restoration. The following discussion on 
possible restoration strategies and 
techniques isgiven as guidance, not 
requirements, to other trustees. These 
recommendations do not, by any means* 
cover all possible resources, incidents or 
services provided by resources. 

Generally, residual oil or oil products 
that can impede development or growth* 
or taint the biota, should be removed 
from an oiled habitat and any alteration 
to the hydrology corrected. Sources of 
contamination must be eliminated for 
successful on-site restoration to be 
implemented. Where cleanup may cause 
additional injury, the trustees must 
decide if the additional injury and 
subsequent restoration is preferred to 
natural recovery. Recommended 
techniques may include, but are not 
limited to: Physical removal of 
contaminated sediments, whereby clean 
substrate is exposed for revegetation or 
recolomzation. Clean sediment should 
be added so that the elevation profile 
and hydrography is restored if scraping 
is used. This technique applies to both 
intertidal and subtidal beaches and 
flats. Pressure spraying is another 
alternative; and enhanced 
bioremediationi whereby nutrients are 
added to enhance the microbial 
degradation of oil should be considered. 
Bioremediation has the potential to 
clean up the oil trapped beneath rocks 
and in the beach sediments. 

Effects of direct mortality, as well as 
lowered Fecundity, on population levels 
may be alleviated by cleaning up the oil 
and introducing suitable substrate to 
provide the opportunity for wild stocks 
to repopulate the site. Other techniques 
for restoration of fauna may include, but 
are not limited to: Limiting fishing or 
harvesting in order to allow time for 
species to repopulate an area; enhancing 
shellfish populations by covering 
shellfish beds with crushed oyster shells 
or gravel to enhance larval setting; 
harvesting natural resources that are in 
danger of being contaminated; 
constructing artificial reefs to attract 
finfish and shellfish into an area; and 
introducing hatchery-rcared juveniles in 
extreme cases. 

Oil in marshes can lead to changes in 
floral reproductive capacity* 
abnormalities in growth and seed 
formation and reduction in plant shoots. 
Thick layers of oil can prevent gaseous 
interchange between soil and air* which 
can lead to chlorotic symptoms and 
death in plants. Two alternative 
techniques will be recommended for 


restoring vegetation: Planting and 
natural recovery. Natural recovery is 
frequently recommended for mangroves. 
Planting is a viable option for restoring 
some vegetation. In all cases, hydraulic 
gradient must be appropriate and light 
attenuation conditions must be 
appropriate for seagrasse9 and other 
submergents. Injury to seagrass may be 
rectified by using seagrass plugs, bare 
roots or peat pots. The latter two 
approaches are thought to be more cost- 
effective and less labor intensive. 
Planting of 1-2.year old mangrove 
seedlings grown from propagules 
harvested in the wild is a recommended 
technique for restoring mangroves. Salt 
marsh transplanting also may be 
accomplished by bare root and plugs of 
wild stocks or greenhouse-reared plants. 
NOAA will recommend that the trustees 
consult published recommendations that 
are available. 

NOAA may recommend, that 
restoration plans should attempt to 
restore an injured site to a state that 
provides the greatest potential for 
recovery of all of its natural resources. 
NOAA, however, recognizes that a site 
cannot always be restored to a level 
that would be conducive to replenishing 
populations and serv ices. It also 
recognizes that recovered damages may 
not be sufficient to permit adequate 
restoration. Under these conditions, 
other alternatives should be considered. 
Other damaged or altered sites could be 
rehabilitated to allow the lost 
populations to increase to a level that 
would compensate for their loss in the 
oil spill site. This might require the 
acquisition of privately-owned property. 
NOAA may recommend that preference 
be given to sites adjacent to the 
impacted site, sites within the same 
watershed, or sites that have similar 
resources in another watershed. 

Measures that would facilitate or 
improve use of a site can be undertaken 
rather than restoring the natural 
resources where restoration is deemed 
infeasible or impossible by the trustee. 
These measures include upgrading a 
marina or adding a dock to facilitate 
access for recreational fishing, rather 
than restoring fish populations. NOAA 
may recommend that preference be 
given to sites that are closest to the 
impacted site. This, however, should be 
considered a least acceptable option 
since resources that have been impacted 
are not being replaced. 

NOAA may recommend that costs of 
habitat restoration, as compensation for 
injury to trust resources or their uses, be 
determined from information from 
nationwide experience in previous, well- 
conducted restoration attempts, where 


practicable, and that they be measured 
by their effectiveness in restoring lost 
natural ecological function. Restoration 
is a new and emerging field. Thus. 
NOAA recommends that the cost 
estimates for restoration include a 
monitoring program, mid-course 
correct ions, planning and management 
costs. 

Coordination With Legal Counsel 
Current Status Under 43 CFR Part 11 

The current regulations do not require 
trustees to coordinate with respective 
agency counsel, other than to require 
that assessment activities must comply 
with other applicable laws. However, 
the preamble to the current rule 
encourages the use of an 
interdisciplinary team for assessments. 

Summary of Comments 

Some participants indicated that, 
since many assessments have been 
conducted under the threat of litigation, 
attorneys have more say than the 
scientists in the assessment process. 
Others indicated that early and frequent 
coordination is necessary in order for 
trustees to maximize claims that will be 
determined in court. 

Discussion and Initial Proposal 

Attorneys play a major role in the 
form and procedure of conducting a 
damage assessment. It is not likely the 
regulations will require that attorneys 
be officially involved in the assessment 
process. However, trustees should 
frequently seek their respective 
counsel's advice. Due to the possibility 
of litigation in a natural resource 
damage assessment, the attorneys will 
generally be a part of the process. 

Coordination With State Law 

Current Status Under 43 CFR Part 11 

Under the current rule, all trustees 
(State, Federal and Indian tribal 
trustees) are urged to plan and 
implement damage assessments jointly. 
The current rule also recognizes that 
double recovery is prohibited by law. 
State law and regulations are used to 
establish injury threshold levels. Where 
Federal law allows, appropriate state 
procedural laws apply to assessment 
activities. Also, in conducting 
assessments, trustees are required to 
comply with any other applicable 
statutes. 

Summary of Comments 

Questions were raised on how natural 
resource trustees could conduct joint 
assessments and still fulfill their 
responsibilities. For example, state 
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compensation tables may not be based 
upon the same parameters as the OPA 
table. 

Some commenters from potentially 
responsible parties indicated concern 
that they would have to deal with at 
least two sets of trustees and that state 
and Federal trustees might be 
conducting parallel, but separate, 
assessments. Many commenters 
suggested that the potential for 
conflicting law and regulations is an 
excellent reason for the trustees to plan 
and organize in advance of a spill. 

Since the goal of the trustees should 
be to restore the resource, it was 
proposed that the trustees should 
conduct joint assessments and claim 
damages only for the amount necessary 
to restore. Otherwise, trustees might 
attempt to pursue claims under other 
laws that would allow recovered monies 
to be used for purposes other than 
restoration. In addition, it was suggested 
that the regulations require the trustees 
to select the statutory scheme, i.e., either 
State or Federal, at the time of the spill, 
under which to pursue a damages claim. 

Discussion and Initial Proposal 

OPA does not preempt state oil spill 
laws and related regulations, thus 
allowing for the potential for higher 
recoveries. However, OPA specifically 
prohibits the “double recovery” of 
damages as a result of injuries to natural 
resources, thus trustees cannot collect 
more than once for the same injury. 

Since section 1018 of OPA does not 
prevent states from establishing 
additional liability as a result of an oil 
spill, the OPA regulations cannot require 
state trustees to adopt or follow the 
procedures promulgated by NOAA in 
lieu of other state laws or damage 
assessment schemes. However, since 
OPA also prohibits the “double 
counting” of natural resource damages, 
all trustees will be encouraged to 
conduct joint assessments and present a 
total unified claim for damages. Such 
claims should be deemed sufficient by 
the trustees to restore the injured 
natural resources and services and for 
diminution in values until restoration is 
complete. As discussed in the “Use of 
Sums Recovered” section of today’s 
Notice, any monies received under OPA 
must be used to restore, rehabilitate, 
replace or acquire the equivalent of the 
affected resources and services 
provided by those resources. NOAA will 
encourage trustees to concentrate upon 
“fixing the resources” and not be 
distracted by ill-fated ventures of 
attempting to divide the resources and 
pursue individual claims. 

The unified trustee approach will also 
encourage participation from the 


responsible party, instead of a multi¬ 
assessment process that would 
encourage the responsible party to 
pursue litigation in order to lessen the 
number of claims. In addition, unified 
trustees will allow the pooling of 
resources for a more effective 
assessment and, if necessary, litigation. 

NOAA also notes that state trustees 
should be encouraged to coordinate with 
Federal trustees, since section 7 of 
Executive Order 12777, 56 FR 54757 
(October 22,1991), requires that monies 
from the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund 
for the “initiation of assessments” are 
provided to the Federal trustees. The 
Federal trustees may then allocate such 
monies to other trustees. 

Use of Sums Recovered 

Current Status Under 43 CFR Part 11 

CERCLA requires that funds 
recovered for damages must be used to 
restore, replace or acquire the 
equivalent of the injured resource. To 
accomplish this objective, the current 
rule requires the establishment of an 
account into which all monies awarded 
pursuant to section 107 of CERCLA or 
section 311(f)(4) and (5) of the Clean 
Water Act for compensation for 
damages must be placed. For Federal 
trustees, this account shall be located in 
the United States Treasury. States or 
Indian tribe trustees are given the choice 
of setting up an account in their treasury 
or having the responsible party set up an 
interest-bearing fund. The purpose of 
these procedures is to ensure that 
monies obtained for restoration will be 
available for that use without requiring 
that the trustee go through the normal 
appropriations process. 

All monies awarded to the Federal 
natural resource trustee go into non¬ 
interest bearing accounts in the Federal 
Treasury. This procedure requires an 
adjustment to take into consideration 
anticipated inflationary effects. 
Therefore, the rule provides that, for 
these Federal accounts, the damage 
award going into the non-interest 
bearing accounts shall be adjusted by 
the rate payable on Federal notes and 
bonds with a maturity that 
approximates the length of time required 
to complete the restoration. This 
procedure is meant to adjust for the 
effects of inflation when the restoration 
or replacement is expected to occur over 
a long period of time. The monies are 
spent in accordance with the Final 
Restoration Plan. 

Since amounts recovered for a type A 
assessment may be less than the 
amounts recovered as a result of a type 
B assessment, it may be infeasible to 
prepare a separate full-scale restoration 


plan for each type A assessment award. 
The rule provides that, when recoveries 
occur from type A assessments, the 
natural resource trustee may apply 
several type A recoveries to one 
restoration plan, so long as the plan is 
intended to address the same or similar 
resource injuries as those identified in 
each type A assessment. 

Summary of Comments 

Some commenters indicated that, 
whenever possible, trustees should 
establish a “Joint Trustee Fund.” The 
fund would be managed by the Trustees 
as a group, with disbursements made in 
accordance with a jointly prepared 
Restoration Plan. However, it was also 
pointed out that joint accounts can only 
be accomplished through the Registry of 
the Court, do not yield a high rate of 
interest, and additionally, Federal 
judges do not like to add to the 
administrative load of the court. 

A few commenters indicated that a 
joint fund system will only work if the 
trustees work well together and can 
agree to a process to manage and 
disburse the funds. There would have to 
be a dispute mechanism and a process 
for dissolving the partnership, if 
necessary. The issue of whether trustee 
disputes would result in the funds being 
tied up in the account rather than 
directed towards restoration activities 
was also raised. 

One commenter raised the question of 
whether the responsible party should 
also have a role in the managing of the 
funds. 

Discussion and Initial Proposal 

NOAA may provide the trustees more 
than one option for the use of sums 
recovered from a responsible party. 

Placement of Funds 

NOAA may propose that trustees 
establish a “joint trustee account” under 
the registry of the applicable Federal 
district court. Such an account may be 
interest bearing, depending upon the 
rules of the court, and will be jointly 
managed by all the trustees through a 
trustee committee or council established 
by the trustees. 

While the joint trustee account may 
be the preferred alternative, the trustees 
may also have the option of dividing the 
recoveries and depositing their 
respective amounts in their own 
separate accounts. Such funds shall be 
retained by the trustee in a revolving 
trust account, without further 
appropriation, for use only in the 
reimbursement or payment of costs of 
the trustees in performance of section 
1006(c) of OPA. Funds under the 
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management of Federal trustees shall be 
placed in the interest bearing accounts 
authorized under section 1006(f) of OPA 
until expended for the purposes of 
implementing the final restoration plan. 
Regardless of the placement of 
recoveries, the trustees must maintain 
appropriate accounting and reporting 
methods to insure the proper use of 
sums recovered. 

Use of the Sums Recovered 

Upon the receipt of the monies by the 
court registry, the trustees may 
immediately petition the court for that 
part of the damages that represents the 
unreimbursed reasonable costs of 
assessing damages which would include 
the costs of initiating the development of 
the restoration plan. Expenditures from 
the joint fund will be allowed by 
petition to the court and all expenditures 
will be used to develop and implement 
the final restoration plan as approved 
by the trustees. Appropriate costs 
include the trustees' base and 
incremental costs in developing and 
implementing the restoration plan. In 
accordance with section 1006(f) of OPA, 
any funds in excess of the costs or 
reimbursements for the implementation 
of the restoration plan shall be 
transferred to the Oil Spill Liability 
Trust Fund. 

Where the trustees have adopted an 
overall restoration plan for a specific 
area, i.e., bay or estuary, recoveries of 
co-trustees or recoveries from previous 
spills may be pooled until there is a 
sufficient amount of money to conduct 
restoration activities, including the costs 
of monitoring and maintenance, on an 
ecosystem, bay or area approach. This 
option for use of recoveries will likely 
be most useful in areas with long-term 
pollution effects where damages 
recovered from a single spill would be 
too small to improve the ecosystem. 
Where an overall restoration plan has 
not been adopted by the trustees, or is 
inappropriate for the particular spill, 
specific restoration plans must be 
developed in relation to the amount of 
damages recovered. 

Definitions for OPA Regulations 

NOAA may propose the following 
definitions in the regulations. Many of 
the definitions given here are taken, 
with some modification, from either 
OPA or 43 CFR 11.14. 

“Acquisition of the equivalent” or 
“replacement” means the substitution 
for an injured resource with a similar 
resource that provides the same or 
substantially similar services. 

"Air” or “air resources" means 
naturally occurring constituents of the 
atmosphere including those gases 


essential for human, plant and animal 
life. 

“Assessment area" means the area or 
areas within which natural resources 
have been affected directly or indirectly 
by the discharge of oil. 

“Baseline” means the condition or 
conditions of the natural resources that 
would have existed at the assessment 
area had the discharge of oil under 
investigation not occurred. The baseline 
takes into account natural variability 
that would have existed at the 
assessment area had the discharge of oil 
under investigation not occurred. 

“Biological Resources" means those 
natural resources referred to in section 
1001(20) of OPA as fish, wildlife and 
biota. Fish and wildlife include marine 
and freshwater aquatic and terrestrial 
species; game, nongame and commercial 
species; and species listed as 
endangered or threatened under Federal 
or State law. Biota encompasses 
shellfish, terrestrial and aquatic plants 
and other living organisms not 
otherwise listed in this definition. 

“CERCLA" means Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, 

Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980, 
as amended. 42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq., 
frequently referred to as the "Superfund 
Act." 

“Control area" or "control resource" 
means an area or resource unaffected by 
the discharge of oil under investigation. 
A control area or resource is selected for 
its comparability to the assessment area 
or resource and may be used for 
establishing the pre-spill condition and 
for comparison to injured resources. A 
“control” area or resource is also 
referred to as a "reference" area or 
resource. 

“Cost-effective" or “cost 
effectiveness" means that when two or 
more activities provide the same or a 
similar level of benefits, the least costly 
activity providing that level of benefits 
will be selected. 

"Damages” means the amount of 
money calculated to compensate for 
injury to, destruction of. loss of or loss 
of use of natural resources, including the 
reasonable costs of assessing or 
determining the damage, which shall be 
recoverable by a United States, State, 
Indian tribe or a foreign trustee. 

“Destruction” means the total and 
irreversible loss of a natural resource. 

“Discharge" means any emission of 
oil (other than natural seepage), 
intentional or unintentional and 
includes, but is not limited to, spilling, 
leaking, pumping, pouring, emptying or 
dumping. 

“Drinking water supply" means any 
raw or finished water source that is or 
may be used by a public water system, 


as defined in the Safe Drinking Water 
Act, or as drinking water by one or more 
individuals. 

“Exclusive economic zone" means the 
zone established by Presidential 
Proclamation Number 5030, dated March 
10,1983, including the ocean waters of 
the areas referred to as "eastern special 
areas" in Article 3(1) of the Agreement 
between the United States of America 
and the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics on the Maritime Boundary, 
signed June 1,1990. 

“Expedited damage assessments" 
(EDA) means a range of techniques to 
assess damages to natural resources 
that are intermediate between the type 
A procedure of 43 CFR part 11 and a 
comprehensive damage assessment. 
Those procedures include injury 
assessment studies that would yield 
sufficient data to make a claim for 
compensation but would not be so 
comprehensive as to constitute long¬ 
term data collection programs. The goal 
of an EDA is to enable the trustees to 
move more quickly into restoration. 

"Exposed to" or "exposure of’ means 
that all or part of a natural resource is, 
or has been, in physical contact with oil 
or with media containing oil. 

“Fund" means the Oil Spill Liability 
Trust Fund, established by section 9509 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (26 
U.S.C. 9509). 

"Geologic resources" means those 
elements of the Earth’s crust such as 
soils, sediments, rocks and minerals, 
including petroleum and natural gas that 
are not included in the definitionaof 
ground and surface water resources. 

“Ground water resources” means 
water in a saturated zone or stratum 
beneath the rocks or sediments through 
which ground water moves. It includes 
ground water resources that meet the 
definition of drinking water supplies. 

"Incident" means any occurrence or 
series of occurrences having the same 
origin, involving one or more vessels, 
facilities or any combination thereof, 
resulting in the discharge or substantial 
threat of discharge of oil. 

"Injury" means a measurable adverse 
change, either long or short term, in the 
chemical or physical quality or the 
viability of a natural resource resulting 
either directly or indirectly from 
exposure to a discharge of oil. 

“Lead administrative trustee|s|" 
means the trustee agency that is 
responsible for coordinating the injury 
determination, quantification, damage 
determination and restoration strategy 
selection processes in the event of a 
discharge. The lead administrative 
trustee[s] shall be designated by the 
Federal, State, Indian tribal and foreign 
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trustees that have natural resources 
which have sustained, or are in 
substantial threat of sustaining, injury, 
destruction, loss or loss of use as a 
result of a discharge or the substantial 
threat of a discharge. 

T-oss” means a measurable adverse 
reduction of a chemical or physical 
quality or viability of a natural resource. 

“Natural resources” or “resources” 
means land, fish, wildlife, biota, air, 
water, ground water, drinking water 
supplies and other such resources 
belonging to. managed by. held in trust 
by. appertaining to or otherwise 
controlled by the United States 
(including the resources of the exclusive 
economic zone), and State or local 
government or Indian tribe or foreign 
government. 

“Natural resource damage 
assessment” or “assessment” means the 
process of collecting, compiling and 
analyzing information, statistics or data 
through prescribed methodologies to 
determine damages for injuries to 
natural resources as set forth in this 
part. 

“Navigable waters” means waters of 
the United States, including the 
territorial sea. 

“Nonuse value or values” means the 
value that humans have for services 
provided by a resource where those 
humans do not have actual physical or 
visual contact with that resource. Such 
services encompass values associated 
with the option to use a resource in the 
future, and values associated with 
knowing that the resource exists or will 
be conserved in the future. 

“Oil” means oil of any kind or in any 
form, including, but not limited to, 
petroleum, fuel oil, sludge, oil refuse and 
oil mixed with wastes other than dredge 
spoil, but does not include petroleum, 
including crude oil or any fraction 
thereof, which is specifically listed or 
designated as a hazardous substance 
under subparagraphs (A) through \F] of 
section 101(14) of CERCLA and which is 
subject to the provisions of that Act. 
However, for any of the petroleum 
products that would be specifically 
listed or designated as a hazardous 
substance pursuant to the above 
referenced CERCLA provisions, but are 
a direct byproduct, component, or 
derivative of the oil discharge under 
investigation, then these petroleum 
products are included in the OPA 
definition of oil. 

Inherent in this definition of oil is the 
recognition that oil is a complex 
substance with many chemical 
constituents. These “toxic” constituents 
are released during the process of 
weaihering (which includes 
volatilization, decomposition and 


dispersion) and therefore, may be 
injurious to natural resources. Because 
these constituents are a direct result of 
the discharge and because they also 
cause injury to the natural resources 
that fall under the purview of OPA. 
constituents of oil that would otherwise 
be listed as a hazardous substance 
under CERCLA will be included within 
the OPA definition of oil, provided that 
these constituents are derived from the 
discharge of oil under investigation. The 
response agency, or the trustee, must 
make an initial determination at the 
time of the discharge as to how to 
classify' the substance. If it falls within 
the hazardous substances classification 
of CERCLA at the time of the initial 
determination, then the discharge will 
be governed under CERCLA. However, 
once a discharge is classified as oil, as 
opposed to a hazardous substance, then 
the oil and its byproducts or 
constituents are regulated under OPA. 
This approach avoids the possibility of 
two complex statutory and regulatory 
schemes being applied to the same oil 
discharge incident. 

“OPA” means Oil Pollution Act of 
1990. 33 U.S.C. 2701 et seq. 

“Pathway” means any physical, 
biological or chemical link that connects 
the natural resource injury to the 
discharged oil. 

Reasonable cost” means the amount 
that may be recovered for the cost of 
performing a damage assessment. 

“Recovery Period” means the length 
of time required for the injured natural 
resources and the services that the 
natural resources provide to return to 
their baseline conditions. 

“Reference area” or “reference 
resource” means an area or resource 
unaffected by the discharge of oil under 
investigation. A reference area or 
resource is selected for its comparability 
to the assessment area or resource and 
may be used for establishing the pre¬ 
spill condition and for comparison to 
injured resources. A “reference” area or 
resource is also referred to as a 
“control” a ; *ea or resource. 

“Replacement” or “acquisition of the 
equivalent * means the substitution of a 
similar resource that provides the same 
or substantially similar services as an 
injured resource. 

“Responsible party or parties” means 
a person or persons described in or 
potentially described in one or more of 
the categories set forth in section 
1001(32) of OPA. 

“Restoration” or “rehabilitation” 
means actions undertaken to return 
injured natural resources to their 
baseline condition, as measured in 
terms of the injured resources' physical. 


chemical or biological properties and the 
services they previously provided. 

“Sen ices” or "natural resource 
services” means the physical, biological 
and aesthetic functions performed by 
the resource including the human uses of 
those functions. These services are 
derived from the physical, chemical or 
biological quality of the resource. 

“Surface water resources” means the 
waters of the United States including the 
sediments suspended in water or lying 
on the bank, bed or shoreline and 
sediments in or transported through 
coastal and marine areas. This term 
does not include ground water or water 
or sediments in ponds, lakes or 
reservoirs designed for waste treatment 
under the Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act of 1976, 42 U.S.C. 6901- 
6987. 

"Technical feasibility” or “technically 
feasible” means that the technology and 
management skills necessary to 
implement an Assessment Plan or 
Restoration Methodology Plan are well 
known and that each element of the 
plan has a reasonable chance of 
successful completion in an acceptable 
period of time. 

'Trustee” means those officials of the 
Federal and State governments, of 
Indian tribes and of foreign governments 
designated according to section 1006(b) 
of OPA who may present a claim for 
and recover damages to natural 
resources. 

'Type A procedure” means one of the 
simplified natural resource damage 
assessment procedures requiring 
minimal field observation, found in 
subpart D of 43 CFR part 11. 

“Type B procedure” means an 
alternative protocol for comprehensive 
natural resource damage assessments, 
currently found in subpart E of 43 CFR 
part 11. 

“Use value or values” means the 
value that human9 have for services 
provided by a resource where those 
humans have actual physical or visual 
contact with that resource. 

(33 U.S.C. 2706(e)) 

Dated: March 9.1992. 

Thomas A. Campbell. 

General Counsel. National Oceanic and 
A tmospheric Administration. 

Appendix I—Draft Memorandum of 
Understanding 

/. Introduction 

This Memorandum of Understanding 
(MOU) by and between the State of __ _ 
(State), the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration of the United 
States Department of Commerce (NOAA). the 
United States Department of the Interior 
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(DOI) and the United States Department of 
Agriculture (USDA) (collectively referred to 
as the Trustees) is entered into to ensure the 
coordination and cooperation of the Trustees 
in the initiation of assessment and 
assessment of damages for injuries to natural 

resources resulting from__ and the 

application of any natural resource damages 
recovered toward the restoration, 
rehabilitation, replacement and/or 
acquisition of equivalent natural resources. 
(Note: Obviously, in any given incident there 
may be more or fewer trustees than those 
indicated above.) 

II. Parties 

The following officials, or their designees, 
are parties to this MOU and act on behalf of 
the public as Trustees for natural resources 
under this MOU: 

1. The-of the State of_ _ 

2. The Under Secretary for Oceans and 
Atmosphere. Administrator of the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
acting on behalf of the Secretary of 
Commerce, 

3. The Secretary of the Department of the 
Interior. 

4. The Secretary of the Department of 
Agriculture, 

5. [The Secretary of DOD, DOE and/or the 
designated trustee of a Tribe and any foreign 
[international! trustee.) 

III. Location 

This MOU is intended to address natural 
resources injured [damaged] * * * 

[Identify as precisely as possible geographic 
location and incident(s) involved) 

* * * (the Incident). 

IV. Purpose 

The Trustees recognize the importance of 
integrating and coordinating the assessment 
of natural resource damages for injuries to 
natural resources affected by the Incident, 
seeking compensation for those injuries to 
natural resources and the services they 
provide and restoration of those affected 
resources and services provided by those 
resources. The purpose of this MOU is to 
provide a framework for such coordination 
and cooperation between the Trustees, and 
for the implementation of the activities of the 
Trustees in furtherance of their natural 
resource trustee responsibilities. The 
Trustees’ activities will primarily involve 
assessing damages for injuries to natural 
resources, seeking compensation for those 
injuries to natural resources and the services 
they provide and restoring the injured natural 
resources and the services provided by those 
natural resources affected by the Incident. 
Nothing in this MOU is to imply that any 
signatory trustee is in any way abrogating or 
ceding any responsibility or authority 
inherent in its control or trusteeship over 
natural resources. 

V. Authority 

The Trustees enter into this MOU in 
accordance with the natural resource trustee 
authorities provided for each Trustee by the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act, 33 
U.S.C. 1251 et seq., the Oil Pollution Act of 
1990, Public Law 101-380, the Comprehensive 


Environmental Response. Compensation and 
Liability Act. as amended. 42 U.S.C. 9601 et 
seq., and, if utilized, the Natural Resource 
Damage Assessment Regulations. 43 CFR 
part 11. or the OPA regulations, when 
promulgated. 

VI. Organization 

The Trustees recognize the importance of 
coordinating their efforts in order to 
effectively and efficiently meet their 
respective natural resource trustee 
responsibilities under applicable Federal and 
State law. Accordingly, there is hereby 
created a Trustee Council to implement the 
MOU to which each Trustee will designate a 
representative and an alternate. The Council 
may create subcommittees when they are 
deemed necessary to effect the purposes of 
this MOU. A representative designated by 
unanimous consent of the Trustee Council 
members will serve as Lead Administrative 
Trustee for administrative purposes. This 
representative shall fully coordinate its 
activities with and act under the direction of 
the Council. The Trustee Council will also 
seek advisory participation from the United 
States Department of Justice, the United 
States Department of Transportation (Coast 
Guard), the State Attorney General or other 
legal advisor and the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency, when 
appropriate. 

VII. Duties and Responsibilities 

On behalf of the Trustees, the Trustee 
Council shall coordinate and authorize all 
Trustee activities and matters under this 
MOU in accordance with the decision making 
requirements contained in section VIII. The 
Trustee Council may take whatever actions 
the Council, in its discretion, determines are 
necessary to fulfill the trust responsibilities of 
each Trustee under and to effectuate the 
purposes of applicable Federal and State law. 
It is expected that the Trustee Council in 
accordance with applicable laws and 
policies, may take the following actions, 
among others, to address the Trustees’ 
natural resource trustee responsibilities: 

A. Conduct scientific and technical studies, 
sampling and other matters related to the 
assessment of natural resource damages for 
injury to natural resources with respect to 
trust resources which may be lost, injured or 
destroyed. 

B. Seek compensation from responsible 
parties for the damages assessed by the 
Trustees and for the costs of planning and 
implementing the assessment. 

C. Acting in concert with its attorneys, 
participate in negotiations with responsible 
parties. 

D. In accordance with applicable law, 
supervise, manage and obligate any money 
paid to the Trustees by or on behalf of 
responsible parties for the purpose of 
assessing, restoring, replacing, rehabilitating, 
and/or acquiring the equivalent of the 
affected natural resources. 

E. Oversee the development and the 
implementation of a plan for the restoration, 
replacement, rehabilitation, and/or 
acquisition of equivalent resources for those 
trust resources, and the services provided by 
those resources, that may be injured, 
destroyed or lost. 


F. In accordance with applicable law, make 
all necessary decisions for the management 
and administration of funds pursuant to 
section IX. 

G. In accordance with applicable law. 
arrange for one or more contracts with 
professional consultants, technical or 
otherwise, that the Trustee Council 
determines are necessary and best qualified 
to provide services to the Council. 

H. Identify a contact for coordination with 
the Coast Guard regarding access to the Oil 
Spill Liability Trust Fund. 

The duties of the Lead Administrative 
Trustee shall include, but are not limited to: 
Coordination and monitoring of the progress 
of the natural resource damage assessment 
process; scheduling of meetings of the 
Trustee Council, and preparation of agendas 
for those meetings; acting as a central contact 
point for the Trustee Council; establishment 
and maintenance of records and relevant 
documents; and such other duties as directed 
by the Trustee Council. The Lead 
Administrative Trustee will be responsible 
for informing the other Trustees of all 
pertinent developments on a timely basis. 

VIII. Decisionmaking 

The Trustees agree that all decisions 
implementing this MOU shall require 
unanimous approval. In the event that 
unanimous agreement cannot be reached 
among the members of the Trustee Council, 
the matter in dispute will be elevated to the 
Trustees for resolution. If necessary, the 
Trustees may establish further mechanisms 
by which disputes may be resolved. The 
Trustees further agree that decision making 
deliberations will focus upon the Trustees' 
mutual purpose of assessing, restoring, 
rehabilitating, replacing and/or acquiring the 
equivalent of the affected natural resources, 
rather than upon control or respective 
trusteeship over those resources. 

IX. Funds 

The Trustees agree to cooperate in good 
faith to attempt to establish, to the extent 
consistent with applicable law, a joint trust 
account for purposes of receiving, depositing, 
holding, disbursing, managing and expending 
all natural resource damage recoveries 
obtained or received by the Trustees relating 
to the natural resource injuries arising out of 
the Incident and interest earned thereon. This 
joint trust account will be established under 
the registry of the applicable Federal district 
court. Such recovered damages shall be used 
for restoration activities conducted under this 
MOU to address those injuries to natural 
resources and the services that they provide. 
Any recoveries for injury to natural resources 
obtained or received by or on behalf of any 
Trustee shall be deposited in this joint trust 
account. 

The Trustee Council, in accordance with its 
decision making process in section VIII, shall 
establish standards and procedures 
governing the joint use of all natural resource 
damages received by the Trustees for the 
purposes of restoring, replacing, 
rehabilitating and/or acquiring the equivalent 
of natural resources injured as a result of the 
Incident and the reduced or lost services 
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provided by such resources pursuant to the 
final Restoration Plan. 

The Trustees further agree that the 
following damage assessment costs shall be 
advanced or reimbursed to each Trustee out 
of any damage assessment cost recoveries or 
payments thereon, including funds received 
from the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund: 
reasonable unreimbursed costs jointly agreed 
upon for the planning, conduct, evaluation 
and coordination of all natural resource 
damage assessment activities pursued by the 
Trustee Council with respect to injuries 
incurred resulting from the Incident. 

X. Confidentiality 

The Trustees agree that it is in the public 
interest that ail scientific data arising out of 
their review of die infury to natural resources 
as a result of the Incident be made public. 
Therefore, such data shall be made public as 
soon as publication will not prejudice the on¬ 
going assessment. Public sharing of scientific 
data will be the general policy of the 
Trustees. 

However, all parties to this MOU recognize 
that all written or oral communications 
related to the assessment and recovery of 
damages For injury to natural resources may 
be undertaken in anticipation of litigation. 
Accordingly, all oral and written 
communications and work product will be 
treated as privileged attorney-client 
communications, attorney work product or 
protected by other applicable privilege {or a 
combination thereof), as appropriate, and will 
be protected from disclosure to the maximum 
extent possible under applicable Federal or 
State law. They further agree that whenever 
a request for production of such a record is 
received pursuant to any applicable Federal 
or State iaw 4 the request will be forwarded 
for response to the Trustee or Trustees to 
which the privilege applies or whose 
representatives originally generated or 
contributed the record requested. Nothing 
contained herein shall be construed as 
prohibiting or restraining the Trustees or the 
Trustee Council from agreeing to release any 
record. 

XL Reservation of Rights 

Except for the confidentiality agreement 
contained in Section X. all parties understand 
that this document is not intended to create 
any further legal rights or obligations 
between the parties, the Trustees or any 
other persons not a party to this MOU. 

XIL Modification of Agreement 

It is acknowledged that additional 
agreements may be executed by the Trustees 
with regard to natural resource damage 
claims that arise and to planning for the 
restoration, replacement, rehabilitation, and/ 
or acquisition of equivalent natural resources 
that may be injured, destroyed er lost 
Therefore, modification of this MOU must be 
in writing and upon approval of ell Trustees 
currently parties to the-MOU. 

XUL Termination 

Tnis MOU shall be in effect from the date 
of execution until termination by agreement 
of the Trustees. At any time the Trustees 
determine that the purposes underlying this 
MOU have been addressed, the MOU will 


terminate upon such a finding. In the event 
any Trustee withdraws from the MOU. such 
withdrawal must be in writing at least thirty 
days in advance of the withdrawal. In the 
event of such withdrawal, this MOU remains 
in full force and effect for the remaining 
parties. 

In the event of the withdrawal of any 
Trustee, or at the termination of this MOU. 
there shall be a full and complete accounting 
of all fundB received, deposited, held, 
disbursed, managed, expended pursuant to 
section IX of this MOU. or otherwise 
controlled in any joint account by the 
Trustees as a result of the Incident. 

XTV. Limitation 

Nothing in this MOU shall be construed as 
obligating the United States, the State or any 
other public agency, their officers, agents or 
employees, to expend any funds in excess of 
appropriations authorized by law. 

XV. Third Party Challenges or Appeals 

The rights and responsibilities contained in 
this MOU are subject to the availability of 
funding and are intended to be guidance for 
the respective Trustees. They may not be the 
basis of any third party challenges or 
appeals. 

XVI. Execution: Effective Date 

This MOU may be executed in 
counterparts. A copy with all original 
executed signature pages affixed shall 
constitute the original MOU. The date of 
execution shall be the date of the final 
Trustee’s signature. 

Appendix II—Sample Federal/State/ 
Tribal Damage Assessment Plan: 
Analytical Chemistry Quality 
Assurance/Quality Control Plan 

This Appendix describes an example of a 
Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) 
plan for analytical chemistry portions of a 
Damage Assessment/Restoration Plan for an 
oil spill. This Appendix also provides some 
minimum requirements for the development 
of QA/QC plans in Regional/Local Protocols 
or in Damage Assessment/Restoration Plans 
for specific oil spills. This can be used in 
conjunction with existing Analytical 
Chemistry Quality Assurance Programs of the 
Trustee Agencies. It describes only those 
minimum requirements necessary to validate 
the data generated by analytical chemistry 
laboratories. QA/QC requirements for other 
types of measurements are not addressed in 
this Appendix. 

Further instructions in meeting the 
requirements described in this document 
should be developed in Regional/Local 
Protocols or in Assessment/Restoration Plans 
for specific oil spills. These instructions 
should include provision for training of field 
personnel in the collection of samples, 
methodology for field collection of samples 
for hydrocarbon analyses, specific chain-of- 
custody procedures and further detailed 
validation procedures for the analytical 
chemistry laboratories. 

Table of Contents 

1.0 Quality Assurance for Analytical 
Chemistry 


1.1 Study-Specific Quality Assurance 
Plans 

1.2 Technical System Audits 

1.3 Standards and Quality Control 
Materials 

1.4 Analytical Performance Evaluations 

1.5 Data Reporting and Deliverables 
2.0 Minimum Requirements: Sampling and 

Sampling Equipment 

2.1 Sample Identification and Labelling 

2.2 Sample Field Chain-of-Custody 
3.0 Minimum Requirements: Chemical 

Analysis 

4.0 Minimum Requirements: Reporting and 
Data Deliverables 

1.0 Quality Assurance for Analytical 
Chemistry 

Each trustee agency through their 
individual standard documented QA 
programs or through a specifically developed 
QA/QC plan, shall ensure that all data 
generated by or for that agency in support of 
a Damage Assessment/Restoration Plan, are 
of known, defensible and verifiable quality. 

These documented QA programs can 
include but are not limited to: 

NOAA National Status and Trends Program. 

Mussel Watch Phase: Work/QA Project 

Plan 

Quality Assurance of Chemical Analyses 

Performance Under Contract with the 

USFWS 

EPA SW-646, Chpt 1. QA/QC Requirements 
EPA Guidelines and Specification for 

Preparing Quality Assurance Project Plans. 

QAMS-005 

In addition, an interagency team of leading 
scientists from the Trustee agencies, 
hereafter referred to as the Analytical 
Chemistry Croup (ACC), shall develop and 
oversee a centralized data management 
program which will demonstrate the quality 
and comparability of the chemical data 
obtained by the Trustee agencies. 

The major components of this centralized 
QA program wHl be: development of study- 
specific analytical chemistry QA plans; 
technical on-site system audits of field and 
laboratory data collection activities; 
development and provision of appropriate 
instrument calibration standards and control 
materials; laboratory performance 
evaluations by means of intercomparison 
exercises; and review of data deliverables 
and all supportive documentation to evaluate 
data quality. 

1.1 Study-Specific Quality Assurance Plans 

Prior to the Initiation of each Damage 
Assessment/Restoration study, the study 
manager must prepare and submit a study- 
specific analytical chemistry quality 
assurance plan (QAP) to the ACG for review 
and concurrence. This plan shall specify each 
study’s goals, sampling procedures, analytical 
procedures and all quality control measures 
associated with those procedures. 

The QAP must be study-specific, however 
any documented QA guidance and/or 
appropriate Standard Operating Procedures 
(SOPs) used by the Trustee agencies may 
form the basis of individual study QAPs. 
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1.2 Technical System Audits 

On-site system audits may be performed 
without prior notification by the ACG after 
consultation with the responsible Agency. 

13 Standards and Quality Control 
Materials 

Appropriate standards and quality control 
materials will be developed and provided. 
The National Institute of Standards and 
Technology (NIST) ran provide this service. 

1.4 Analytical Performance Evaluations 

Prior to the initiation of work, each 
analytical laboratory will be required to 
demonstrate its capability. This will be 
accomplished by providing laboratory 
documentation on the performance of the 
proposed methods. Any changes in analytical 
methodology from that proposed in the 
original QA plan shall be validated under 
agency procedures and documented to the 
ACG. 

A series of intercomparison exercises, 
utilizing blind analyses of prepared materials, 
extracts of environmental matrices (tissue, 
sediment and water) or the matrices 
themselves, will be conducted annually. 
Participation in these exercises is mandatory. 
Materials will be prepared by. and data 
returned to. the provider for statistical 
analysis. Unacceptable performance will 
result in the discarding of the associated 
data. 

The ACG will review and provide written 
reports on the results of intercomparison 
studies to the Management Team. 

1.5 Data Reporting and Deliverables 

Data deliverables will be reviewed by the 
generating Agency to verify the quality of the 
data. A QC report on each data set will be 
provided to the ACG for review. All data and 
associated documentation will be held in a 
secure place under chain-of-custody 
procedures until the Trustees indicate 
otherwise. 

2.0 Minimum Requirements: Sampling and 
Sampling Equipment 

Sample collection methodology must be 
described in SOP‘s. The method of collection 
should not alter the samples. Samples shall 
be held in a secure place under appropriate 
conditions and under chain-of-custody until 
the Trustees indicate otherwise. 

2.1 Sampling Identification and Labelling 

An SOP will be in place for each study 

which describes procedures for the unique 
identification of each sample. A sample tag 
or label will be attached to the sample 
container. A waterproof marker must be used 
on the tag or label. Included on the tag are 
the sample identification number, the 
location of the collection site, the date of 
collection and the signature of the collector. 

The information above will also be 
recorded in a Held notebook, along with other 
pertinent information about the collection, 
and signed by the collecting scientist. 

2.2 Sample Field Chain-of-Custody 

The field sampler will be personally 
responsible for the care and custody of the 
samples collected until they are transferred 
to another responsible party. Samples will be 


accompanied by a chain-of-custody record. 
When samples are transferred from one 
individual’s custody to another’s, the 
individuals relinquishing and receiving will 
sign, date and note the time on the record. 
Shipping containers will be custody-sealed 
for shipment. Whenever samples are split, a 
separate chain-of-custody record will be 
prepared for those samples and marked to 
indicate with whom the samples 8re being 
split. 

Samples shall be maintained in a manner 
that preserves their chemical integrity from 
collection through finai analysis. Sample 
shipper will arrange for sample receipt. After 
analysis, any remaining sample and all 
sample tags, labels and containers shall be 
held under chain-of-custody procedure until 
the Trustees indicate otherwise. 

3.0 Minimum Requirements: Chemical 
Analysis 

The applicable methodology must be 
referenced or described in detail for each 
measurement parameter. Method limits of the 
analytical method in terms of accuracy and 
precision must be demonstrated. Calibration 
must be verified at the end of each analysis 
sequence. Samples must be quantified within 
the demonstrated linear working range for 
each analyte. Standard curves must be 
established with at least 3 points besides 0. 
Field blanks, procedural blanks, reference 
materials, replicates and analyte recovery 
samples must be run at a minimum frequency 
of 5% each per sample matrix batch. A 
minimum list of the petroleum hydrocaibon 
compounds which are to be considered for 
identification and quantification in water, 
tissue and sediment include the volatiles, i.e., 
benzene, toluene, xylene and the polynuclear 
aromatic and aliphatic hydrocarbons will be 
provided in the Regional/Local Protocols and 
in specific Damage Assessment/Restoration 
Plans. 

4.0 Minimum Requirements: Reporting and 
Data Deliverables 

Measurement results as if three figures 
were significant. Results of quality control 
samples analyzed in conjunction with the 
study samples. Documentation demonstrating 
analytical control of precision and accuracy 
on an analyte and matrix specific basis. 

Appendix III—Judicial Review of the 
Assessment/Restoration Process 

Judicial review of Assessment/Restoration 
Plans developed pursuant to the procedures 
eventually specified in the OPA regulations 
should be conducted on the administrative 
record. Section 1006(c) of OPA. 33 U.S.C. 
2706(c), explicitly provides that the trustees 
are to develop and implement plans for 
restoration of natural resources injured by oil 
spills. OPA does not define the standard of 
review for selection of assessment/ 
restoration plans. Under general principles of 
administrative law, where a statute does not 
provide an explicit standard of review for 
non-adjudicatory agency action, the standard 
of review is provided by the Administrative 
Procedure Act (APA), 5 U.S.C. 706(2)(A). See 
American Paper Institute. Inc. v. American 
Electric Power Service Corp., 461 U.S. 402. 

412 n.7 (1903); Camp v. Pitts. 411 U.S. 138,142 


(1973); Citizens to Preserve Overton Park v. 
Volpe. 401 U.S. 402. 413-14 (1971). The APA 
requires reviewing courts to sustain agency 
actions unless they are ’’arbitrary, capricious, 
an abuse of discretion or otherwise not in 
accordance with law.” 5 U.S.C. 706(2)(A). The 
scope of review is limited to the 
administrative record in existence when the 
action was taken. See Florida Power & Light 
v. Lcrian. 470 U.S. 729, 743-44 (1985); Camp v. 
Pitts, 411 U.S. at 142; Citizens to Preserve 
Overton Park v. Volpe, 401 U.S. at 420. 

The proposal to develop an administrative 
record in order to document the selection of 
the assessment as well as the restoration 
plans finds support in the history of the 
selection of response actions by EPA under 
CERCLA. Prior to the enactment of the 
statutory provisions providing for judicial 
review, on the administrative record, of 
EPA*8 selection of response actions (section 
113( j) of CERCLA. 42 U.S.C. 9613(j)), EPA 
adopted as policy the use of administrative 
record to document it's selection. The 
CERCLA provision, added by the Superfund 
Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 
1986, Public Law 99-^99,100 Slat. 1647 (1986) 
merely clarifies and confirms several cases 
holding S. Rep. No. 11, 99th Cong., 1st Sess. 57 
(1985); H.R. Rep. No. 253, Pt. 1. 99th Cong.. 1st 
Sess. 82 (1985). Thus, prior to the explicit 
provisions of section 113(f) of CERCLA, it 
was weil established that judicial review of 
selection by EPA of response action under 
CERCLA was based upon the administrative 
record using an arbitrary and capricious 
standard of review. See United States v. 
Seymour Recycling Corp., 679 F. Supp 859, 

861 (S.D. Ind. 1987); see also United States v. 
Northeastern Pharmaceutical & Chemical 
Co, lnc. r 810 F.2d 726, 748 (8th Cir. 1986); 
United States v. Word. 618 F. Supp. 884. 900 
(E.D.N.C. 1986), United States v. Western 
Processing Co.. No. C83-252M (W.D. Wash. 
Feb. 19.1988) (1986 Westlaw 15691): cf 
United States v. Ottali & Goss. Inc., 900 F.2d 
429, 434-36 (1st Cir. 1990) (administrative 
record review not required where 
government seeks injunctive relief under 
CERCLA); United States v. Hard age. 663 F. 
Supp. 1200,1284 (W.D. Okla. 1987) (same). 

Like earlier provisions of CERCLA, OPA 
does not require NOAA to document its 
selection of the assessment or restoration 
plan to be on the record nor does OPA 
require that judicial review be limited to the 
record. Nevertheless, NOAA may impose a 
regulatory requirement on the trustees to 
document selection on the record. Absent 
statutory language otherwise, whether 
judicial review will be on the administrative 
record is yet to be determined. 

There are important policies underlying 
record review of assessment/restoration 
measures under OPA, as for response action 
under CERCLA. First, record review is 
necessary to carry out the congressional 
mandate that trustees select assessment/ 
restoration measures. See 33 U.S.C. 2706(c). 
Congress intended that the Assessment/ 
Restoration Plan be developed and 
implemented by the trustees pursuant to an 
administrative process, not by a courtroom 
battle of experts. See 33 U.S.C. 2706(c). 
Adequate evaluation of the complex 
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scientific issues involved in assessment/ 
restoration is more likely to result from a 
public administrative process conducted by 
agencies with specialized scientific expertise. 
See, e.g., United States v. Seymour Recycling 
Corp.. 679 F. Supp. at B62 (technical and 
policy considerations involved in CERCLA 
response actions are entrusted to agencies 
with special expertise); see generally. Marsh 
v. Oregon Natural Resources Council 109 S. 
Ct. 1851,1060-61 (1989) (deferring to 
administrative agency on questions involving 
“technical expertise” and “scientific 
determination(8j“). 

Second, record review may be necessary to 
give effect to the congressionally-mandated 
public participation requirements of OPA. In 
the CERCLA context, the courts have 
recognized that trial de novo of response 
action is inconsistent with meaningful public 
involvement in selection of remedies for 
hazardous waste sites. See United States v. 
Seymour Recycling Corp.. 679 F. Supp. at 863. 
The general public does not have the 
resources or the procedural vehicle to protect 
its interests in the courtroom. Trial de novo is 
also more likely to become a contest between 
interest groups. Furthermore, trial de novo of 
assessment/restoration measures creates 
significant incentives for parties to withhold 
scientific data for use at trial. One of the 
most significant criticisms of the Exxon 
Valdez case noted by commenters was the 
unavailability of scientific data produced by 
the parties to the litigation. A public 
administrative process may create precisely 
the opposite incentive. The government wifi 
be required to publicly disclose its scientific 
data and conclusions in the administrative 
record developed in connection with the 
Assessment/Restoration Plan. Other parties 
will be required to publicly disclose their 
scientific data and conclusions in connection 
with the administrative development of the 
Assessment/Restoration Plan or risk waiving 
their objections to the Plan. Third, the 
development of an Assessment/Restoration 
Plan will result in a thorough and complete 
process geared towards the restoration of 
injured resources in a timely manner. As 
such, the assessment portion of the plan may 
be considered an interim agency decision and 
not eligible for judicial review. The 
development of the Restoration Plan will 
constitute a final agency action and will 


avoid a disjointed, piece-meal review of the 
assessment/restoration process. Also 
appropriate for discussion at this point is the 
concept that by fulfilling the public review 
and open record requirements throughout the 
entire assessment process, the trustees have 
also met the requirements of other 
environmental statutes. For example, the 
public involvement in this planning process 
may constitute a “functional equivalent” of 
the process required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act. 

While it may be preferable that the record 
review standard apply to the entire 
assessment process, it is possible that 
concerns could be raised that economic 
damages (diminution of value) are not 
appropriate for record review. In the 
CERCLA context, some parties have argued 
that there is an inconsistency between 
administrative record review of restoration 
measures and the right to jury trial under the 
Seventh Amendment to the United States 
Constitution. Where the government has 
sought natural resource damages for both 
restoration costs and lost use and non-use 
values under CERCLA. several courts have 
held that there is a right to a jury trial. See 
United States v. City of Seattle, No. C90- 
395WD (W.D. Wash. Nov. 28.1990); In re 
Acushnet River Sr New Bedford Harbor: 
Proceedings re Alleged PCB Pollution. 712 F. 
Supp. 994,1000 (D. Mass. 1989); United States 
v. Allied Chemical Co.. No. 0-82-5898 (N.D. 
Cal. Sept. 14.1984). 

These decisions should pose no obstacle to 
administrative record review of Assessment/ 
Restoration Plans under OPA. First, oil spills 
from vessels fall within the admiralty 
jurisdiction of Federal courts where 
traditionally there is no right to jury trial. See. 
Rule 9(h) and Rule 38(e) of the Fed.R.Civ.P. 
See also. United States v. Redwood City, 640 
F.2d 963, 969-70 (9th Cir. 1981) (pollution is a 
maritime tort wholly aside from any statutory 
bases of liability): United States v. M/V BIG 
SAM. 681 F.2d 432, 443 (5th Cir. 1983) (same). 
Moreover, spills into navigable waters 
squarely fall within the Supreme Court's 
general tests regarding admiralty jurisdiction. 

See. e g.. Sission v. Ruby. 497 U.S-, 111 

L.Ed. 2d 292 (1990); Foremost Ins. Co. v. 
Richardson. 457 U.S. 668 (1982); Executive Jet 
Aviation v. City of Cleveland. 409 US. 249 
(1972). Even marine spills into navigable 


waters which ultimately cause shoreside 
damage would also be within the admiralty 
jurisdiction of the Federal courts. Extension 
of Admiralty Act, 46 U.S.C. 740. Second, to 
the extent that other types of cases fall 
outside admiralty jurisdiction, no right to jury 
trial attaches to the components of the 
government’s claim for natural resource 
damages, which are restitutionary in nature. 
United States v. Wade. 653 F. Supp. 11.13 
(E.D. Pa. 1984). Finally, where certain claims 
would otherwise be tried to a jury at common 
law, Congress can entrust those claims to 
determination by administrative agencies. 
The Supreme Court has repeatedly held that 
“the Seventh Amendment is not applicable to 
administrative proceedings.” Tull v. United 
States. 481 U.S. 412, 418 n.4 (1987); 

Chauffeurs, Teamsters and Helpers. Local 
No. 391 v. Terry. 110 S. Ct. 1339,1345 n.4 
(1990); Atlas Roofing Co. v. OSHA. 430 U.S. 
442. 454-55. Thus, there is no constitutional 
impediment to effectuating the congressional 
intent that the trustees, not juries, determine 
the components of an Assessment/ 
Restoration Plan. See 33 U.S.C. 2706(c). 

For purposes of discussion in this Notice, if 
there is a right to jury trial over certain 
components of a natural resource damage 
claim under OPA, this right might easily be 
accommodated through carefully drawn jury 
instructions and established case 
management techniques. The right to a jury 
trial on certain components of a claim does 
not prevent the court from reserving to itself 
decisions on other equitable or 
administrative review components of claims. 
See. e.g., Tull v. United States, supra. 

Trial of a natural resources claim under 
OPA may require integration of both 
administrative record review of the 
Assessment/Restoration Plan and the 
rebuttable presumption for the trustees’ 
calculation of damages. See 33 U.S.C. 
2706(e)(2). The factfinder, be it court or jury, 
will determine liability. The court has ample 
authority under the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure to bifurcate or consolidate the 
components of the case in the interest of 
resolving the litigation. 

[FR Doc. 92-5845 Filed 3-12-02; 8:45 am) 
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
[Notice 1992-4] 

11CFR Part 106 

Allocation of Federal and Non-Federal 
Expenses 

agency: Federal Election Commission. 

action: Final rule; transmittal of 
regulations to Congress. 

summary: The Federal Election 
Commission has revised its regulations 
at 11 CFR 106.5 and 106.6. These rules 
implement the contribution and 
expenditure limitations and prohibitions 
established by 2 U.S.C. 441a and 441b, 
provisions of the Federal Election 
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (“the 
Act” or “FECA”), 2 U.S.C. 431 et seq .. by 
providing for allocation of expenses for 
activities that jointly benefit both 
federal and non-federal candidates and 
elections. Under the first revision, state 
and local party committees may add one 
additional non-federal point to the ballot 
composition ratio computed under 11 
CFR 106.5(d). They may also include 
non-federal point(s) for local offices if 
partisan local candidates are expected 
on the ballot in any regularly scheduled 
election during the two-year 
congressional election cycle. Second, the 
former 40-day “window” for transfers 
from a non-federal to a federal account, 
to reimburse the federal account for the 
non-federal portion of joint 
expenditures, at 11 CFR 106.5(g)(2)(ii)(B), 
has been expanded to 70 days. Finally, 
covered entities may now, under 11 CFR 
106.5(f), recalculate the federal/non- 
federal ratio for a particular fundraising 
program or event within 60 days after 
that program or event, and make 
corresponding transfers between their 
federal and non-federal accounts. These 
latter two changes apply to all party 
committees that make disbursements on 
behalf of both federal and non-federal 
candidates and elections. Parallel 
changes are included for nonconnected 
committees and separate segregated 
funds. Further information is provided in 
the supplementary information which 
follows. 

OATES: Further action, including the 
announcement of an effective date, will 
be taken after these regulations have 
been before Congress for 30 legislative 
days pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 438(d). A 
document announcing the effective date 
will be published in the Federal 
Register. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Ms. Susan E. Propper, Assistant General 
Counsel. 999 E Street, NW., Washington. 


DC 20463. (202) 219-3690 or (800) 424- 
9530. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

Commission is publishing today the final 
text of revised regulations at 11 CFR 
106.5 and 106.6. These rules implement 
the contribution and expenditure 
limitations and prohibitions established 
by 2 U.S.C. 441a and 441b, provisions of 
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 
1971, as amended (“the Act” or 
“FECA”), 2 U.S.C. 431 et seq., by 
providing for allocation of expenses for 
activities that jointly benefit both 
federal and non-federal candidates and 
elections. 

The final allocation rules were 
published on June 26,1990 (55 FR 26058). 
They were the result of an extensive 
rulemaking process, the history of which 
is set forth in that document. The rules 
became effective, and the new forms 
implementing their reporting provisions 
took effect, on January 1,1991 (55 FR 
40377). 

On March 26,1991, the Commission 
received a Petition for Rulemaking from 
the Association of State Democratic 
Chairs [“ASDC”). The petition requested 
reconsideration of three aspects of the 
allocation rules: (1) The ballot 
composition ratio, 11 CFR 106.5(d); (2) 
the payment, recordkeeping and 
reporting requirements, 11 CFR 104.10, 
106.5(g); and (3) the requirement that 
state parties allocate their 
administrative expenses between 
federal and state elections before July of 
a federal election year. 

The Commission published a Notice of 
Availability seeking comments on this 
ASDC petition on April 24,1991. 56 FR 
18780. It received 45 comments in 
response to this Notice. 

The Commission believes that, with 
limited exceptions, it is premature to 
reopen this rulemaking before the end of 
the 1991-92 election cycle. These rules 
are the result of a lengthy and carefully 
considered rulemaking process. They 
serve the dual purposes of curbing the 
use of money raised outside of the 
FECA’s requirements in federal 
elections, and of allowing the 
Commission and the public to monitor 
compliance with these requirements. 

See Common Cause v. FEC, 692 F.Supp. 
1391 (D.D.C. 1987). Both the Commission 
and the regulated entities will be in a 
better position to evaluate what future 
adjustments might be needed to the 
allocation rules, after they have worked 
with these rules over the course of an 
entire election cycle. 

However, after consideration of the 
petition and comments, the Commission 
decided to reopen the allocation 
rulemaking in the three areas discussed 


below. A Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking seeking comments on these 
proposals was published in the Federal 
Register on November 14.1991. 56 FR 
57864. 

The Commission received 24 
comments in response to the NPRM. 
Most were from state party committees, 
although national party committees, 
public interest groups, and private 
individuals also submitted comments. 
After reviewing all of the comments, the 
Commission has decided to adopt the 
first two proposals as set forth in the 
NPRM. but has modified the third to 
make it more workable. 

The NPRM also solicited comments on 
allocation reporting requirements, with 
the understanding that no changes in 
these requirements would be made at 
this time. Some comments did address 
these requirements; and. as stated in the 
Notice, these comments will be 
considered at the end of the cycle, as 
part of a general review of the reporting 
provisions. 

Section 438(d) of title 2. United States 
Code, requires that any rules prescribed 
by the Commission to carry out the 
provisions of title 2 of the United States 
Code be transmitted to the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives and the 
President of the Senate thirty legislative 
days before they are finally 
promulgated. These regulations were 
transmitted to Congress on March 9. 
1992. 

Explanation and Justification 

The new rules reflect the following 
revisions: First, state and local party 
committees, which are required to 
allocate their administrative expenses 
and generic voter drive costs using the 
“ballot composition method” set forth at 
11 CFR 106.5(d), may add an additional 
non-federal point in computing this 
ratio. They may also include non-federal 
point(s) for local offices if partisan local 
candidates are expected on the ballot in 
any regularly scheduled election during 
the two-year congressional election 
cycle. Second, the 40-day “window" for 
transfers from a committee’s non-federal 
to its federal account, to reimburse the 
federal account for the non-federal 
share of joint expenditures, has been 
expanded to 70 days. 11 CFR 
106.5(g)(2)(ii)(B). Finally, committees are 
specifically allowed, under 11 CFR 
106.5(f), to recalculate the federal/non- 
federal ratio for a particular fundraising 
program or event within 60 days after 
that fundraising program or event, and 
make corresponding transfers between 
their federal and non-federal accounts. 
The latter two changes apply to all party 
committees, including national party 
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committees. The Commission has made 
parallel amendments to 11 CFR 106.6, 
which parallels section 106.5 but applies 
to separate segregated funds (“SSF’s") 
and nonconnected committees, to ensure 
continued consistency in these areas. 

Part 106—Allocations of Candidate and 
Committee Activities 

Section 106.5 Allocation of Expenses 
Between Federal and Non-Federal 
Activities by Party Committees 

Paragraph 106.5(d) State and Local 
Party Committees: Method for 
Allocating Administrative Expenses and 
Costs of Generic Voter Drive Activity 

This paragraph sets forth the ballot 
composition ratio by which party 
committees with separate federal and 
non-federal accounts must allocate their 
administrative and generic voter drive 
expenses. Paragraph (d)(l)(i) slates that 
this method is “based on the ratio of 
federal offices expected on the ballot to 
total federal and non-federal offices 
expected on the ballot in the next 
general election to be held in the 
committee’s state or geographic area.” 
However, not all offices are included in 
this calculation. Rather, the Commission 
has specified various categories of 
offices which are assigned points to be 
used in computing the ratio. 

The petition and most of the 
comments submitted in response to the 
Notice of Availability argued that the 
ratio underrepresented the percentage of 
funds spent on non-federal elections. 
After a comprehensive review, the 
Commission’s NPRM proposed that 
state and local party committees be 
allowed to add one additional non- 
federal point in computing their ballot 
composition ratios, to compensate for 
underrepresentation of non-federal 
offices in the current formula. Because 
state situations differ widely, this point 
was not tied to a particular category of 
offices, such as partisan judicial 
elections or ballot questions. Rather, it 
was proposed as a generic point 
available to all state and local party 
committees. 

Most of the comments to the NPRM 
supported the Commission’s proposal to 
add an additional non-federal point to 
the ballot composition ratio. Some state 
party committees argued that still more 
non-federal points should be authorized, 
because of particular ballot situations in 
their states. One national committee 
supported adding the additional point, 
while another felt the original formula 
more accurately reflected federal/non- 
federal spending patterns. 

The Commission notes that the ballot 
composition ratio was never anticipated 
to precisely reflect all state and local 


party activity in all states in all election 
cycles. It believes that the formula’s use 
of the “average ballot concept.” which 
reflects variations in different states and 
localities in each election, as well as the 
special rules for states that hold 
statewide elections in non-federal 
election years, provide the necessary 
flexibility in this area. This approach 
represents a reasoned balance between 
the need for greater standardization, 
required by a federal district court in 
Common Cause v. FEC, supra (which 
struck down the “any reasonable 
[allocation] method” standard then in 
use), and the need to reflect differences 
between different states and types of 
political committees. 

Also, while many comments to both 
the Notice of Availability and the NPRM 
requested that greater weight be given 
to the non-federal share of expenses, 
they offered no viable suggestions as to 
how this might be done. The original 
petition and some of the comments to 
both Notices expressed the view that all 
state and local offices, partisan judicial 
offices, and ballot questions should be 
included in the ballot composition ratio. 
However, this approach could lead to an 
inappropriately low federal percentage, 
and thereby permit impermissible 
money to enter federal campaigns, 
especially in areas where the ballot 
contains large numbers of local offices 
or numerous ballot questions, and only 
two or three federal offices. 

Two public interest groups argued 
that no transfers whatsoever should be 
allowed from the non-federal to the 
federal account—that is, that all joint 
expenditures should be paid entirely 
with funds meeting FECA requirments. 
However, the court in Common Cause v. 
FEC found that the Commission had not 
acted arbitrarily and capriciously in 
originally rejecting this approach, since 
some comments submitted in response 
to the 1964 petition “adamantly stated 
that there were no abuses of the type 
alleged” by the plaintiff (i.e., 
impermissible use of non-FECA money 
in federal campaigns). 692 F.Supp. at 
1396. 

While the court noted it was possible 
for the Commission to conclude that no 
method of allocation would effectuate 
the Congressional goal that all monies 
spent by state political committees on 
federal campaigns meet the FECA 
standards. id. % in which case it would be 
necessary that all joint expenditures be 
paid with funds raised consistent with 
FECA standards, this option proved 
unnecessary. Rather, the Commission 
was able to develop allocation rules 
which both prevent non-FECA money 
from entering federal campaigns, and 
allow for satisfactory monitoring of this 


process, as required by the court. 
Comments submitted in connection with 
the ASDC petition support the 
Commission’s continued use of its 
present approach. 

In addition to the generic non-federal 
point, the NPRM proposed that 
paragraph (d)(l)(ii) be amended to allow 
state and local party committees to 
include non-federal point(s) for local 
offices in their ballot composition ratios, 
if partisan local candidates were 
expected on the ballot in any regularly 
scheduled election during the two-year 
congressional election cycle. Under the 
former rules, these committees 
computed their ratios based on the 
“next general election.” The rules did 
not contemplate the situation in states 
where statewide officers are elected in 
even-numbered years, but local officers 
are elected in odd-numbered years. 

Advisory Opinion 1991-25 authorized 
state party committees in such states to 
include a non-federal point for local 
offices in computing their ballot 
composition ratios. The NPRM proposed 
amending paragraph (d)(l)(ii), consistent 
with that ruling. It also proposed 
clarifying that local party committees 
may include up to two non-federal 
points for local offices, under these 
same circumstances. 

Most comments that addressed this 
issue supported the proposed change. 
Two public interest groups opposed it. 
one characterizing this action as 
“allowing non-federal points for local 
offices to be taken in the year after the 
local election has occurred.” However, 
with the exception of states that hold 
statewide elections in odd-numbered 
years, the ballot composition formula 
was intended to reflect the offices in 
each two-year congressional election 
cycle. The Explanation and Justification 
to the final rules, which sdded the non- 
federal point for partisan local offices, 
stated the Commission’s intent to create 
a “non-federal slot [that would be) 
available to virtually every state party 
committee.” 55 FR 26058, 26064. 

However, those rules did not 
comtemplate the situation in states 
where statewide offices are elected in 
even-numbered years, but local offices 
are elected only in odd-numbered years. 
The Commission believes that party 
committees in those states should be 
able to consider local elections in their 
ballot composition ratios, just as do 
party committees in states that hold 
elections for both statewide and local 
offices in even-numbered years. 

Paragraph (d)(l)(ii) has thus been 
amended to clarify that all state and 
local party committees may include non- 
federal points for partisan local offices 
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in computing their ballot composition 
ratios, if elections for such offices are 
held at any regularly scheduled election 
during the two-year congressional 
election cycle. 

Paragraph 106.5(f| All Party 
Committees; Method for Allocating 
Direct Costs of Fundraising 

This paragraph sets forth the rules by 
which all party committees are to 
allocate the direct costs of each 
fundraising program or event, where 
both federal and non-federal funds are 
collected by one committee through such 
program or event. It applies to national, 
state and local party committees. 

Party committees must allocate the 
direct costs of each such fundraising 
program or event according to the funds 
received method. The committee 
estimates the federal/non-federal ratio 
for each program or event prior to the 
first disbursement made in connection 
with that activity, and later adjusts this 
ratio to reflect the actual ratio of funds 
received The former rules did not 
specify at what points these adjustments 
were to be made, and could be read to 
require a readjustment whenever 
additional funds were received. 

The Notice proposed that committees 
be given 60 days following each 
fundraising program or event to 
recalculate the appropriate ratio based 
on funds received, to apply the 
recalculated ratio to program or event 
expenditures, and to transfer funds 
between the federal and non-federal 
accounts to reflect the adjusted ratio. 
However, it stated that this amendment 
would not supersede the 60 day post- 
expenditure limit contained in 11 CFR 
106.5(g)(2)(ii){B), for non-federal 
accounts to reimburse federal accounts 
for the non-federal share of joint 
expenditures. 

After further consideration, however, 
the Commission has decided that the 60 
day reimbursement window should be 
waived, for purposes of this limited 
exception, Under these new rules, 
committees are still required to allocate 
their pre-program or event expenditures 
based on their past experience. 
However, they a re given an additional 
opportunity to transfer funds from their 
non-federal to their federal accounts: 
They have 60 days after the program or 
event to recalculate this ratio and 
transfer funds from the non-federal to 
the federal account, if receipts at that 
time indicate that the committee 
originally underestimated the oon- 
federal percentage of these receipts. The 
Commission notes, however, that the 
new requirement does not nde out the 
possibility of further adjustments after 


that date, should additional Federal 
receipts come in. 

In order to monitor these transfers, the 
Commission is also requiring, under this 
new rule, that committees report the 
date of the fundraising program or 
event, at the time they report any 
transfer made to reflect a readjusted 
ratio. (The former rules had no 
requirement that the date of a 
fundraising program or-event be 
reported.) In the case of a telemarketing 
or direct mail campaign, the “date” for 
purposes of this rule is the last day of 
the telemarketing campaign, or the day 
on which the final direct mail 
solicitations are mailed. 

Paragraph 106.5(g) Payment of 
Allocable Expenses by Committees With 
Separate Federal and Non-Federal 
Accounts 

This paragraph sets forth the 
procedures by w hich party committees 
with separate federal and non-federal 
accounts are to pay the bills for their 
administrative expenses and shared 
federal and non-federal activities. These 
procedures apply to all covered 
expenditures, with the exception of the 
shared fundraising expenditures 
discussed under subsection 106.5(0. 
supra. 

As originally promulgated, the 
“window” in paragraph (gM2K<iiJ{B). 
during which funds must be transferred 
from a non-federal to a federal account 
to reimburse the federal account for the 
non-federal share of joint activities, was 
40 days, extending from 10 days before 
until 30 days after payment is made 
from the federal account for a particular 
allocable expense. This 40-day limit was 
adopted in place of the 10-day limitation 
contained in the 1988 NPRM, 53 FR 
38012.30017. and exceeds the 30-day 
limit advocated by comments to that 
NPRM. The deadline was extended to 
allow committees to consolidate 
monthly payments, rather than requiring 
every expense to be paid with two 
separate checks. 

The ASDC petition and some of the 
comments to the Notice of Availability 
asked that further expansion of the 
reimbursement period be considered. 
They noted, for example, that a 
committee that pays its bills once a 
month could face cash flow problems 
under the 36-day post-payment deadline. 
After reviewing this material, the 
Commission proposed that the 
reimbursement “window” be extended 
to 70 days, from 10 dayB before until 60 
days after the payment from the federal 
account. 

This approach allows greater 
consolidation of payments than is 
possible under the current system, and 
should thus ease possible compliance 


and cash flow problems in this area. All 
of the party committees which 
submitted comments supported this 
proposed change; and no comments 
were received which opposed it. 

Finally, the word “payment” in 
paragraph (g)(2)f<iKB) has been 
amended to read, “payments.” This 
clarifies that one check from the non- 
federal to the federal account may be 
used to reimburse the federal account 
for the non-federal share of more than 
one allocable expenditure. 

Section 108 S Allocation of Expenses 
Between Federal and Non-Federal 
Activities by Separate Segregated Funds 
and Nunconnected Committees 

The amendments to paragraphs (d) 
and (e) of this section parallel those 
made in 11 CFR 106.5(f) and 106.5(g). 
respectively. These revisions have been 
made to maintain the consistency in 
treatment of party committees, 
nonconnecled committees and separate 
segregated funds in these areas. 

Effective Dates 

One comment specifically inquired 
about possible retroactive application of 
the new rules, although most party 
committees asked that they be 
effectuated as soon as possible. The 
Commission believes it is appropriate, 
and consistent with past Commission 
action, to make the amendments to the 
ballot composition ratio contained in 
revised 11 CFR 106.5(d) retroactive to 
the start of the current allocation cyde. 
|anuary 1,1991. See Advisory' Opinions 
1991-15 and 1991-25. 

While these rules will not be 
promulgated until after the expiration of 
the 30 legislative days review period 
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 438(d), the 
Commission plans to include in its 
announcement of effective date a 
statement that the revisions to section 
106.5(d) apply retroactively to January 1. 
1991. State and local party committees 
that choose to apply the new rule 
retroactively will have 30 days after the 
publication of the effective date 
announcement in the Federal Register to 
calculate the ballot composition ratios 
pursuant to the revised formula, and 
make any necessary transfers from their 
non-federa! to their federal accounts. 

The other amendments will be 
effective when prescribed, following the 
expiration of the 30 legislative day 
review period required by 2 U.S.C. 
438(d). 
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Certification of No Effect Pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 605(b) (Regulatory Flexibility 
Act) 

The attached rules will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. The 
basis of this certification is that the rules 
modify provisions governing how 
political party committees, 
nonconnected committees and separate 
segregated funds allocate certain joint 
expenditures between their federal and 
non-federal accounts. This does not 
impose a significant economic burden, 
because any small entities affected are 
already required to comply with the 
Act’s requirements in this area. 

List of Subjects in 11 CFR Part 106 

Campaign funds. Political candidates, 
Political committees and parties. 

For the reasons set out in the 
preamble, subchapter A, chapter I of 
title 11 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations is amended as follows: 

PART 106—ALLOCATIONS OF 
CANDIDATE AND COMMITTEE 
ACTIVITIES 

1. The authority citation for Part 106 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 2 U.S.C. 438(a)(8). 441a(b), 
441a(g). 

2. Section 106.5 is amended by 
revising the final two sentences and 
adding an additional sentence to 
paragraph (d)(1)(H), revising paragraph 
(f). and revising paragraph (g)(2)(ii)(B), 
to read as follows: 

§ 106.5 Allocation of expenses between 
federal and non-federal activities by party 
committees. 

* * * • • 

(dP * * 

(|P * * 

(ii) * * * State party committees shall 
also include in the ratio one additional 
non-federal office if any partisan local 
candidates are expected on the ballot in 
any regularly scheduled election during 
the two-year congressional election 
cycle. Local party committees shall also 
include in the ratio a maximum of two 
additional non-federal offices if any 
partisan local candidates are expected 
on the ballot in any regularly scheduled 
election during the two-year 
congressional election cycle. State and 
local party committees shall also 
include in the ratio one additional non- 
federal office. 

* • • * • 

(f) All party committees; methods for 
a llocating direct costs of fundraising, 

(1) If federal and non-federal funds 
are collected by one committee through 


a joint activity, that committee shall 
allocate its direct costs of fundraising, 
as described in paragraph (a)(2) of this 
section, according to the funds received 
methods. Under this method, the 
committee shall allocate its fundraising 
costs based on the ratio of funds 
received into its federal account to its 
total receipts from each fundraising 
program or event. This ratio shall be 
estimated prior to each such program or 
event based upon the committee’s 
reasonable prediction of its federal and 
non-federal revenue from that program 
or event, and shall be noted in the 
committee’s report for the period in 
which the first disbursement for such 
program or event occurred, submitted 
pursuant 11 CFR 104.5. Any 
disbursements for fundraising costs 
made prior to the actual program or 
event shall be allocated according to 
this estimated ratio. 

(2) No later than the date 60 days after 
each fundraising program or event from 
which both federal and non-federal 
funds are collected, the committee shall 
adjust the allocation ratio for that 
program or event to reflect the actual 
ratio of funds received. If the non- 
federal account has paid more than its 
allocable share, the committee shall 
transfer funds from its federal to its non- 
federal account, as necessary, to reflect 
the adjusted allocation ratio. If the 
federal account has paid more than its 
allocable share, the committee shall 
make any transfers of funds from its 
non-federal to its federal account to 
reflect the adjusted allocation ratio 
within the 60-day time period 
established by this paragraph. The 
committee shall make note of any such 
adjustments and transfers in its report 
for any period in which a transfer was 
made, and shall also report the date of 
the fundraising program or event which 
serves as the basis for the transfer. In 
the case of a telemarketing or direct 
mail campaign, the “date” for purposes 
of this paragraph is the last day of the 
telemarketing campaign, or the day on 
which the final direct mail solicitations 
are mailed. 

(g) * ‘ * 

( 2 ) 

(i) * * ‘ 

(B) Except as provided in paragraph 
(f)(2) of this section, such funds may not 
be transferred more than 10 days before 
or more than 60 days after the payments 
for which they are designated are made. 

3. Section 106.8 is amended by 
revising paragraphs (d) and (e)(*2)(ii)(B). 
to read as follows: 


§ 106.6 Allocation of expenses between 
federal and non-federal activities by 
separate segregated funds and 
nonconnected committees. 

* * * • • 

(d) Method for allocating direct costs 
of fundraising. (1) If federal and non- 
federal funds are collected by one 
committee through a joint activity, that 
committee shall allocate its direct costs 
of fundraising, as described in 
paragraph (a)(2) of this section, 
according to the funds received method. 
Under this method, the committee shall 
allocate its fundraising costs based on 
the ratio of funds received into its 
federal account to its total receipts from 
each fundraising program or event. This 
ratio shall be estimated prior to each 
such program or event based upon the 
committee’s reasonable prediction of its 
federal and non-federal revenue from 
that program or event, and shall be 
noted in the committee's report for the 
period in which the first disbursement 
for such program or event occurred, 
submitted pursuant to 11 CFR 104.5. Any 
disbursements for fundraising costs 
made prior to the actual program or 
event shall be allocated according to 
this estimated ratio. 

(2) No later than the date 60 days after 
each fundraising program or event from 
which both federal and non-federal 
funds are collected, the committee shall 
adjust the allocation ratio for that 
program or event to reflect the actual 
ratio of funds received. If the non- 
federal account has paid more than its 
allocable share, the committee shall 
transfer funds from its federal to its non- 
federal account, as necessary, to reflect 
the adjusted allocation ratio. If the 
federal account has paid more than its 
allocable share, the committee shall 
make any transfers of funds from its 
non-federal to its federal account to 
reflect the adjusted allocation ratio 
within the 60-day time period 
established by this paragraph. The 
committee shall make note of any such 
adjustments and transfers in its report 
for any period in which a transfer was 
made, and shall also report the date of 
the fundraising program or event which 
serv es as the basis for the transfer. In 
the case of a telemarketing or direct 
mail campaign, the “date” for purposes 
of this paragraph is the last day of the 
telemarketing campaign, or the day on 
which the final direct mail solicitations 
are mailed. 

(e) * * * 

( 2 ) * * # 

(U 

(B) Except as provided in paragraph 
(d)(2) of this section, such funds may not 
be transferred more than 10 days before 
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or more than 60 days after the payments 
for which they are designated are made. 
• « « • • 

Dated: March 8. 1992. 
loan D. Aikens, 

Chairman. Federal Election Commission. 

[FR Doc. 92-5778 Filed S-12-92; 6:45 am) 
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

34 CFR Part 791 
RIN 1850-A A 38 

Javlts Gifted and Talented Students 
Education Grant Program 

agency: Department of Education. 
action: Final regulations. 

summary: The Secretary issues 
regulations governing the Javits Gifted 
and Talented Students Education Grant 
Program. These final regulations 
implement a program of discretionary 
grants authorized by the {acob K. Javits 
Gifted and Talented Students Education 
Act of 1988 ( Act). Part B of Title IV of 
the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act of 1965. as amended. This 
program supports AMERICA 2000, the 
President s strategy for moving the 
Nation toward the National Education 
Goals, by seeking to help gifted and 
talented students develop their abilities 
and reach the high levels of achievement 
called for by the Goals. 

EFFECTIVE date: These regulations lake 
effect either 45 days after publication in 
the Federal Register or later if the 
Congress takes certain adjournments. If 
you want to know the effective date of 
these regulations, call or write the 
Department of Education contact 
person. A document announcing the 
effective date will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Beverly E. Coleman, U.S. Department of 
Education. 555 New Jersey Avenue, 

NW., room 506 C, Washington, DC 
20208-5644. Telephone: (202) 219-2187. 
Deaf and hearing impaired individuals 
may call the Federal Dual Party Relay 
Service at 1-800-877-8339 (in the 
Washington, DC 202 area code, 
telephone 708-9300) between 8 a.m. and 
7 p.m., Eastern time. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
October 9.1991, the Secretary published 
a notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM) 
for the Javits Gifted and Talented 
Students Education Grant Program in 
the Federal Register (Vol. 56, No. 196, 
Page 51122). On pages 51122-51123, the 
NPRM included a discussion of the 
major issues, including activities that 
may be funded under this program, 
funding priorities, selection criteria and 
other program requirements. Except for 
one change in § 791.22 where a phrase 
has been added to paragraph (a) to 
include, as a factor for selection, the 
extent to which funding an application 
would contribute to the provision of 
services to students with more than one 
of several enumerated characteristics. 


and some minor technical corrections, 
there are no differences between the 
NPRM and the final regulations. 

Analysis of Comments and Changes 

In response to the Secretary’s 
invitation in the NPRM. five parties 
submitted comments on the proposed 
regulations. One commenter fully 
supported the proposed regulations. An 
analysis of the remaining comments and 
of the change in the regulations since 
publication of the NPRM follows. 

Selection Criteria—(§ 791.21) 

Comment: One commenter was 
concerned that the selection criteria 
would place low priority on ensuring 
that projects will benefit the 
economically disadvantaged. 

Discussion: Consistent with section 
4105(b) of the Act (20 U.S.C. 3065(b)), the 
Secretary assures that in each fiscal 
year at least one-half of the applications 
approved contain a component designed 
to serve gifted and talented students 
who are economically disadvantaged 
individuals. In past competitions for this 
program at least ninety percent of the 
applications funded served 
economically disadvantaged 
populations. 

Changes: None. 

Comment: One commenter raised the 
issue that obtaining an evaluation 
control group, while not impossible, 
would pose a burden because of dire 
economic conditions in the writer's 
state. The commenter expressed 
concern that an applicant would be 
penalized for not providing an 
evaluation control group. 

Discussion: Paragraph (f)(l)(ii)(B) of 
§ 791.21 provides an applicant the 
opportunity to propose an alternative 
method of evaluation if the use of a 
control group is not feasible. 

Changes: None. 

Additional Factors—(§ 791.22) 

Comments: Two commenters 
suggested that because of the special 
needs of deaf and hearing impaired 
students, a separate category and pool 
of funds should be established to ensure 
inclusion of this group. 

Discussion: The Secretary recognizes 
that there are many students with 
disabilities, each with unique and 
specialized needs. The regulations 
require the Secretary to give priority to 
applications for projects that would 
serve students with diasabilities, 
including those with hearing disabilities. 

Changes: None. 

Comments: Two commenters 
suggested that the paragraph describing 
students who are economically 
disadvantaged, limited English 


proficient, or disabled be revised to take 
into account that gifted and talented 
students may have a combination of 
these characteristics. 

Discussion: The Secretary recognizes 
that gifted and talented students may 
have more than one of these 
characteristics. 

Changes: A phrase has been added to 
paragraph (a) of § 791.22 to reference 
students with more than one of the 
enumerated characteristics. 

Executive Order 12291 

These regulations have been reviewed 
in accordance with Executive Order 
12291. They are not classified as major 
because they do not meet the criteria for 
major regulations established in the 
order. 

Intergovernmental Review 

This program is subject to the 
requirements of Executive Order 12372 
and the regulations in 34 CFR part 79. 
The objective of the Executive order is 
to foster an intergovernmental 
partnership and a strengthened 
federalism by relying on processes 
developed by State and local 
governments for coordination and 
review of proposed Federal financial 
assistance. 

In accordance with the order, this 
document is intended to provide early 
notification of the Department’s specific 
plans and actions for this program. 

Assessment of Educational Impact 

In the notice of proposed rulemaking, 
the Secretary requested comments on 
whether the proposed regulations would 
require transmission of information that 
is being gathered by or is available from 
any other agency or authority of the 
United States. Based on the response to 
the proposed rules and its own review, 
the Department has determined that the 
regulations in this document do not 
require transmission of information that 
is being gathered by or is available from 
any other agency or authority of the 
United States. 

List of Subjects in 34 CFR Part 791 

Education Department, Elementary 
and secondary education, Gifted and 
talented grant programs—education, 
Indians—education. Institutions of 
higher education, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements. Local 
educational agencies. State educational 
agencies. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Number. 84.206 Javits Gifted and Talented 
Students Education Grant Program) 
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Dated: February 25« 1992. 

Lamar Alexander. 

Secretary of Education. 

The Secretary amends title 34 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations by adding a 
new part 791 to read as follows: 

PART 791—JAVITS GIFTED AND 
TALENTED STUDENTS EDUCATION 
GRANT PROGRAM 

Subpart A—-General 

Sec. 

791.1 What is the lav its Gifted and Talented 
Students Education Grant Program? 

791.2 Who is eligible for an award? 

791.3 What activities may the Secretary 
fund? 

791.4 What priorities may the Secretary 
establish? 

791.5 What regulations apply? 

791.8 What definitions apply? 

Subpart B—Reserved 

Subpart C—How Does the Secretary Make 
an Award? 

791.20 How does the Secretary evaluate an 
application? 

791.21 What selection criteria does the 
Secretary use? 

791.22 What additional factors doe9 the 
Secretary consider in making new 
awards? 

Subpart D—What Conditions Must Be Met 
After an Award? 

791.30 What are the conditions on the use of 
an award? 

79L31 What are a grantee s responsibilities 
for serving students and teachers in 
private schools? 

Authority: 20 U.S.C. 3061-3068. unless 
otherwise noted. 

Subpart A—General 

§791.1 What la the Javtts Gifted and 
Talented Students Education Grant 
Program? 

Under the lavits Gifted and Talented 
Students Education Grant Program, the 
Secretary supports activities designed to 
help build a nationwide capability in 
elementary and secondary schools to 
identify and meet the special education 
needs of gifted and talented elementary 
and secondary school students. 

(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 3062) 

§791.2 Who is eligible for an award? 

The following are eligible to apply 
under this program: 

(a) State educational agencies. 

(b) Local educational agencies. 

(c) Institutions of higher education. 

(d) Other public agencies and private 
agencies and organizations (including 
Indian tribes and organizations, as 
defined by the Indian Self- 
Determination and Education 
Assistance Act. and Hawaiian native 
organizations). 


57. No. 50 / Friday, March 13, 1992 


(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 30641 

§791.3 What activities may the Secretary 
fund? 

The Secretary may fund projects that 
are designed to meet the educational 
needs of gifted and talented elementary' 
and secondary school students through 
such activities as— 

(a) Pre-service or in-service training* 
or both, including summer institutes for 
teachers, administrators, counselors, 
and other educational personnel; 

(bj Assessment and identification of 
gifted and talented students; 

(c) Planning of gifted and talented 
programs; 

(d) Demonstration of provision of 
services to gifted and talented students, 
which may include one or more of the 
following: 

(1) Summer programs. 

(2) Programs involving business and 
industry. 

(3) Use of technology in instruction. 

(4) Improving individualized 
instruction within the regular classroom. 

(5) Activities to involve parents in all 
aspects of gifted and talented children's 
education. 

(e) Collaboration among schools and 
other organizations; 

(f) Development of curricula 
appropriate for gifted and talented 
students; 

(g) Evaluation of established gifted 
and talented education programs; 

(hj Technical assistance, and 

(i) Dissemination. 

(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 3084) 

§791.4 What priorities may the Secretary 
establish? 

Each fiscal year the Secretary may 
give funding priority to activities that 
support the lavits Gifted and Talented 
Program* including— 

(a) One or more of the activities listed 
in § 791.3; 

(b) One or more of the following 
subject areas— 

(1) English, including literature; 

(2) History, geography, and civics; 

(3) Other subjects in the humanities, 
including philosophy, linguistics, 
archeology', and the history and theory 
of the arts; 

(4) Social and behavioral sciences; 

(5) Mathematics: 

(6) Science; 

(7) Computer science; 

(8) Foreign languages; and 

(9) Vi8ualand performing arts; and 

(c) One or more instructional levels 
such as elementary or secondary 
education. 

(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 3064-3065) 
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§ 791.5 What regulations apply? 

The following regulations apply to the 
fa vita Gifted and Talented Students 
Education Grant Program: 

(a) The Education Department 
General Administrative Regulations 
(EDGAR) in 34 CFR part 74 
(Administration of Grants to Institutions 
of Higher Education. Hospitals, and 
Nonprofit Organizations), part 75 (Direct 
Grant Programs), part 77 (Definitions 
that Apply to Department Regulations)* 
part 79 (Intergovernmental Review of 
Department of Education Programs and 
Activities), part 80 (Uniform 
Administrative Requirements for Grants 
and Cooperative Agreements to State 
and Local Government), part 81 
(General Education Provisions Act- 
Enforcement), part 82 (New Restrictions 
on Lobbying), part 85 (Govemmentwide 
Debarment and Suspension 
(Nonprocurement) and Govemmentwide 
Requirements for Drug-Free Workplace 
(Grants)), and part 88 (Drug-Free 
Schools and Campuses). 

(b) The regulations in this part 791. 
(Authority: 20 U:S,C. 3061-3068) 

§ 791.6 What definition* apply? 

(a) Definitions in EDGAR. The 
following terms used in this part are 
defined in 34 CFR 77.1: 

Applicant 

Applications 

Award: 

Budget period 

Department 

EDGAR 

Equipment 

Facilities 

Grantee 

Local educational agency (I.F.A) ; 

Nonprofit 

Project 

Private 

Public 

Secretary 

State educational agency (SEA) 

(b) Other definitions. The following 
definitions also apply to this part; 

Gifted and talented students means 
children and youth who— 

ft) Give evidence of high performance 
capability, in such areas as intellectual., 
creative, artistic, or leadership capacity 
or in specific academic fields; and 

(2) Require services or activities not 
ordinarily provided by the school in. 
order to develop those capabilities fully. 

Hawaiian native means any 
individual whose ancestors were 
natives, prior to 1778. of the area that 
now comprises that State of Hawaik 

Hawaiian native organization means 
any organization recognized by the 
Governor of the State of Hawaii 
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primarily serving and representing 
Hawaiian natives. 

Institution of higher education has 
the same meaning given that term in 
section 435(b) of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965, as amended. 

(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 3063) 

Subpart B—Reserved 

Subpart C—How Does the Secretary 
Make an Award? 

§791.20 How does the Secretary evaluate 
an application? 

(a) The Secretary evaluates an 
application according to the criteria in 
§ 791.21. 

(b) The Secretary awards up to 115 
points, including a reserved 15 points 
distributed in accordance with 
paragraph (d) of this section for the 
criteria in § 791.21. 

(c) Except for the reserved points 
distributed under paragraph (d) of this 
section, the maximum number of points 
for each criterion is indicated in 
parentheses. 

(d) In a notice published in the 
Federal Register, the Secretary 
distributes the reserved 15 points among 
the criteria in § 791.21. 

(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 3061-3068) 

§ 791.21 What selection criteria does the 
Secretary use? 

The Secretary uses the following 
criteria to evaluate an application for a 
new grant under the Javits Gifted and 
Talented Students Education Grant 
Program: 

(a) Need for the project. (15 points) 

The Secretary reviews each application 
to determine the need for the proposed 
project, including— 

(1) The extent to which the applicant 
has demonstrated the magnitude of the 
need, including the scope and severity of 
the need for the project; and 

(2) The extent to which the applicant 
has demonstrated the specific needs of 
the students, teachers, administrators, 
parents, or paraprofessionals who will 
participate in the project. 

(b) National significance. (10 points) 
The Secretary reviews each application 
to determine the potential of the project 
to produce nationally significant results, 
including— 

(1) The likely impact of the proposed 
project on nationwide issues of 
educational improvement; 

(2) The contribution of the proposed 
project to building a nationwide 
capability to identify and meet the 
special educational needs of gifted and 
talented students; and 

(3) The potential of project activities 
to be implemented elsewhere. 


(c) Plan of operation. (30 points) The 
Secretary reviews each application to 
determine the quality of the design for 
the proposed project and the applicant’s 
plan for carrying it out. including— 

(1) The extent to which the methods, 
activities, and goals will meet the needs 
identified in a well-conceived and 
coherent manner; 

(2) The extent to which the methods, 
activities, and goals will meet the needs 
identified in a comprehensive way; 

(3) If the project will provide 
instruction to students, the extent to 
which the applicant will use techniques 
and methods for teaching gifted students 
that are appropriate to particular grade 
levels or subject areas; 

(4) The extent to which the project is 
based on current and relevant research 
on effective educational practices; and 

(5) For projects involving more than 
one eligible applicant, the extent to 
which all of the applicants were 
involved in the planning of the project 
and the extent to which the appropriate 
officials from each applicant have 
agreed to participate in the project. 

(d) Quality of key personnel. (10 
points) 

(1) The Secretary reviews each 
application to determine the quality of 
key personnel the applicant plans to use 
on the project, including— 

(1) The qualifications of the project 
director; 

(ii) The qualifications of each of the 
other key personnel to be used in the 
project; and 

(iii) How the applicant, as part of its 
nondiscriminatory employment 
practices, will ensure that its personnel 
are selected for employment without 
regard to race, color, national origin, 
gender, age, or disabling condition. 

(2) To determine the qualifications of 
personnel referred to in paragraphs 
(d)(1) (i) and (ii) of this section, the 
Secretary considers— 

(i) Experience and training in fields 
related to the objectives of the project; 
and 

(ii) Any other qualifications that 
pertain to the project. 

(e) Budget and cost effectiveness. (10 
points) The Secretary reviews each 
application to determine the extent to 
which— 

(1) The budget is adequate to support 
the project; 

(2) Costs, particularly equipment 
costs, are reasonable in relation to the 
objectives of the project. 

(f) Evaluation plan. (15 points) The 
Secretary reviews each application to 
determine the quality of the evaluation 
plan for the project, including the extent 
to which— 


(1) The applicant’s methods of 
evaluation— 

(1) Are appropriate to the project; 

(ii) In a project that will provide 
instruction to students— 

(A) Compare the educational progress 
of students served by the project with 
the progress of a suitable control group; 
or 

(B) If the applicant demonstrates that 
use of such a control group is not 
feasible, include an alternative 
evaluation measure that is both valid 
and reliable to assess the educational 
progress of students served by the 
project; and 

(iii) Are likely to produce reliable, 
valid, and significant data; and 

(2) The applicant’s plan specifies the 
data to be collected in order to evaluate 
the project, including, if appropriate, 
socioeconomic, education, demographic, 
and assessment data. 

(g) Adequacy of resources. (10 points) 
The Secretary reviews each application 
to determine the adequacy of the 
resources that the applicant plans to 
devote to the project, including facilities, 
equipment and applies. 

(Approved by the Office of Management and 
Budget under control number 1850-0035) 
(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 3061-3068) 

§ 791.22 What additional factors does the 
Secretary consider In making new awards? 

In determining the order of selection 
for new awards—under EDGAR, 34 CFR 
75.217(d)—the Secretary considers, in 
addition to the criteria in § 791.21, the 
extent to which funding an application 
would contribute to— 

(a) The provision of services to gifted 
and talented students who are 
economically disadvantaged, are limited 
English proficient, or have disabling 
conditions, or who have any 
combination of these characteristics; 

(b) The diversity of projects funded 
under this program; and 

(c) The geographical distribution of 
projects funded under this program. 

(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 3061-3068) 

Subpart D—What Conditions Must Be 
Met After an Award? 

§ 791.30 What are the conditions on the 
use of an award? 

(a) A grantee shall use any funds 
received under the Javits Gifted and 
Talented Students Education Grant 
Program to supplement and make more 
effective the expenditure of State and 
local funds, and Federal funds under 
chapter 2 of Title I and Title II of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965, for the education of gifted 
and talented students. 
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(b) The Secretary may restrict the 
amount of funds used to purchase 
equipment and supplies. 

(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 3062) 

§791.31 What are a grantee's 
responsibllites for serving students and 
teachers In private schools? 

If a project includes provision of 
services to students or teachers, the 
grantee shall provide for the equitable 
participation in the project of students 
and teachers in private nonprofit 
elementary and secondary schools, 
including the participation of teachers 
and other personnel in pre-service and 
in-service training programs for serving 
gifted and talented students. 

(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 3066) 

(FR Doc. 92-5852 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am| 
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

ICFDA No.: 84.206A! 

Javits Gifted and Talented Students 
Education Grant Program; Inviting 
Applications for New Awards for Fiscal 
Year (FY) 1992 

Purpose of Program: To provide 
financial assistance for activities 
designed to help build a nationwide 
capability in elementary and secondary 
schools to identify and meet the special 
educational needs of gifted and talented 
students. This program supports 
AMERICA 2000, the President's strategy 
for moving the Nation toward the 
National Education Goals, by helping to 
create better and more accountable 
schools for today’s students. 

Eligible Applicants: State educational 
agencies; local educational agencies; 
institutions of higher education; other 
public and private agencies and 
organizations (including Indian tribes 
and organizations as defined by the 
Indian Self-Determination and 
Education Assistance Act and Hawaiian 
Native organizations). 

Deadline for Transmittal of 
Applications: 5/7/92. 

Deadline for Intergovernmental 
Review: 7/7/92. 

Applications Available: 3/23/92. 

Available Funds: $4.8 Million. 

Estimated Range of A wards: $100,000- 
$250,000. 

Estimated Average Size of Awards: 

$ 200 , 000 . 


Estimated Number of A wards: 24. 

Note: The Department is not bound by any 
estimates in this notice. 

Project Period: Up to 36 months. 

Applicable Regulations: (a) The 
Education Department General 
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in 
34 CFR parts 74. 75. 77. 79, 80. 81, 82, 85, 
and 86; and (b) the regulations for this 
program in 34 CFR Part 791, as 
published in this issue of the Federal 
Register. 

Priorities: Under 34 CFR 75.105(c)(3) 
and 34 CFR 791.4 the Secretary gives an 
absolute preference to applications that 
meet one or more of the following 
priorities. The Secretary funds under 
this competition only applications that 
meet one or more of these absolute 
priorities: 

Absolute Priority 1—Early Childhood 

Projects designed to meet the 
educational needs of gifted and talented 
elementary school students in grades K- 
3 through any one or more of the 
activities described under 34 CFR 791.3. 

Absolute Priority 2—Subject Areas 

Projects designed to meet the 
educational needs of gifted and talented 
elementary and secondary school 
students at any grade level in any one or 
more of the following subject areas: 

(1) English, including literature; (2) 
History, geography and civics; (3) 
Mathematics; (4) Science; and (5) the 
Visual and performing arts. 


Absolute Priority 3—In-Service and Pre- 
service Education 

Projects designed to meet the 
educational needs of gifted and talented 
elementary and secondary school 
students through pre-service and in- 
service training, or both, including 
summer institutes for teachers, 
administrators, counselors and other 
educational personnel. 

Selection Criteria: In evaluating 
applications for grants under this 
competition, the Secretary uses the 
selection criteria in 34 CFR 791.21. The 
Secretary assigns the 15 additional 
points described in 34 CFR 791.20(b) as 
follows: 5 points will be added to 
National Significance: and 10 points will 
be added to Plan of Operation. 

For Applications or Information 
Contact: Beverly E. Coleman, U.S. 
Department of Education, 555 New 
Jersey Avenue, NW.. room 506 C, 
Washington, DC 20208-5644. Telephone: 
(202) 219-2187. Deaf and hearing 
impaired individuals may call the 
Federal Dual Party Relay Service at 1- 
800-877-8339 (in the Washington, DC 
202 area code, telephone 708-9300) 
between 8 a.m. and 7 p.m., Eastern time. 

Da'ied: March 9,1992. 

Diane Ravitch, 

Assistant Secretary, Office of Educational 
Research and Improvement. 

[FR Doc. 92-5853 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am) 
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

34 CFR Parts 642, 643, 644, 645, 646 
and 668 

RIN 1840-AB53 

Training Program for Special Programs 
Staff and Leadership Personnel; Talent 
Search, Educational Opportunity 
Centers, Upward Bound, and Student 
Support Services Programs; and 
Student Assistance General Provisions 

agency: Department of Education. 
action: Final regulations. 

summary: The Secretary amends the 
regulations governing the Training 
Program for Special Programs Staff and 
Leadership Personnel; the regulations 
governing the Talent Search, 

Educational Opportunity Centers, 
Upward Bound, and Student Support 
Services programs: and the Student 
Assistance General Provisions 
regulations. These amendments conform 
those regulations to statutory changes in 
the Higher Education Act of 1965, as 
amended (HEA), that were made by 
Public Laws 100-369 and 102-73. 

These regulatory amendments affect 
residents of and institutions located in 
the “Freely Associated States.’’ These 
jurisdictions are the Federated States of 
Micronesia and the Republic of the 
Marshall Islands. 

EFFECTIVE date: These regulations take 
effect either 45 days after publication in 
the Federal Register or later if the 
Congress takes certain adjournments. If 
you want to know the effective date of 
these regulations, call or write the 
Department of Education contact 
person. A document announcing the 
effective date will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Jerry M. Whitlock. Senior Policy 
Analyst, Office of Policy Development, 
Office of Postsecondary Education, U.S. 
Department of Education, 400 Mary land 
Avenue SW., room 4060, Regional Office 
Building 3, Washington. DC 20202-5444, 
Telephone: (202) 708-9069. Deaf and 
hearing impaired individuals may call 
the Federal Dual Party Relay Service at 
1-800-877-8339 (in the Washington, DC 
202 area code, telephone 708-9300) 
between 8 a.m. and 7 p.m., Eastern time. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Public 
Law 102-73 made several amendments 
to the HEA. The amendment made by 
section 801(c) of Public Law 102-73 
allows an otherwise eligible institution 
of higher education located in the 
“Freely Associated States” to receive 
TRIO Program grants (i.e., grants under 
the Training Program for Special 


Programs Staff and Leadership 
Personnel, and the Talent Search, 
Educational Opportunity Centers, 
Upward Bound, and Student Support 
Services Programs). The amendments 
made by section 801(a) of Public Law 
102-73 allow residents of the Freely 
Associated States, who attend a public 
or nonprofit private institution of higher 
education located in the Freely 
Associated States, to receive financial 
aid under the Pell Grant, Supplemental 
Educational Opportunity Grant (SEOG) 
and College Work-Study (CWS) 
Programs. In addition, the latter section 
allows those residents to participate in 
TRIO Programs offered by such an 
institution. The Secretary is amending 
the TRIO Program regulations to 
conform those regulations to these 
statutory changes. 

The Secretary is also amending the 
Student Assistance General Provisions 
regulations to conform 5 668.7(a)(4)(iv) 
to statutory changes made by section 9 
of Public Law 100-369. That section 
provided that residents of the Freely 
Associated States were eligible to 
receive assistance under the Pell Grant, 
Supplemental Educational Opportunity 
Grant, and College Work-Study 
Programs. 

AMERICA 2000, the President’s 
strategy for moving the Nation toward 
the National Educational Goals, seeks to 
create a nation of students. The 
amendments made by the National 
Literacy Act of 1991 and by Public Law 
100-369 are consistent with this goal 
because the amendments expand the 
counseling, tutorial, and financial aid 
resources available to citizens of the 
Freely Associated States. 

Waiver of Rulemaking 

In accordance with section 
431(b)(2)(A) of the General Education 
Provisions Act (20 U.S.C. 1232(b)(2)(A)) 
and the Administrative Procedure Act (5 
U.S.C. 553), it is the practice of the 
Secretary to offer interested parties the 
opportunity to comment on proposed 
regulations. However, these final 
regulations merely conform the 
regulations to statutory changes. 
Accordingly, the Secretary finds that 
soliciting further public comment with 
respect to these regulations is 
unnecessary and contrary to the public 
interest under 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B). 

Executive Order 12291 

These regulations have been reviewed 
in accordance with Executive Order 
12291. They are not classified as major 
because they do not meet the criteria for 
major regulations established in the 
order. 


Regulatory Flexibility Act Certification 

The Secretary certifies that these 
regulations will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. The small 
entities affected by these proposed 
regulations are two institutions of 
postsecondary education in the Freely 
Associated States. These changes will 
not increase these institutions’ 
workloads, or the costs associated with 
administering those title IV. HEA 
programs for which they are now 
eligible. 

Assessment of Education Impact 

The Secretary has determined that the 
regulations in this document do not 
require transmission of information that 
is being gathered by or is available from 
any other agency or authority of the 
United States. 

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 

These regulations have been 
examined under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980 and have been 
found to contain no information 
collection requirements. 

List of Subjects 

34 CFR Part 642 

Education, Education ol 
disadvantaged, Education of 
handicapped, Grant programs— 
education, Training—personnel. 

34 CFR Part 643 

Education, Education of 
disadvantaged, Education of 
handicapped. Grant programs— 
education. Student aid. 

34 CFR Part 644 

Education, Education of 
disadvantaged, Grant programs— 
education, Student aid. 

34 CFR Part 645 

Education, Education of 
disadvantaged. Education of 
handicapped. Grant programs— 
education. 

34 CFR Part 646 

Bilingual education. Education. 
Education of disadvantaged, Education 
of handicapped. Government contracts. 
Grant programs—education. 

34 CFR Part 666 

Administrative practice and 
procedure, Colleges and universities. 
Consumer protection, Education. Grant 
programs—education, Loan programs— 
education. Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements, Student aid. 
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(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Numbers: Supplemental Educational 
Opportunity Grant Program. 84.007; 
Guaranteed Student Loan Program. 84.032; 
PLUS Program. 84.032; Supplemental Loans 
for Students Program. 84.032: College Work- 
Study Program. 84.033; Perkins Loan Program. 
64.038; Student Support Services. 84.042; 
Talent Search. 84 044: Upward Bound. 84.047; 
Pell Grant Program. 84.063: Eductional 
Opportunity Centers. 84.066; State Student 
Incentive Grant Program. 84.069; Training 
Program for Special Programs Staff and 
Leadership Personnel. 84.103; Income 
Contingent Loan Program, 84-226) 

Dated: February 3.1992. 

Lamar Alexander. 

Secretary of Education . 

The Secretary amends parts 642, 643. 
644. 645, 646, and 668 of title 34 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations as follows: 

PART 642—TRAINING PROGRAM FOR 
SPECIAL PROGRAMS STAFF AND 
LEADERSHIP PERSONNEL 

1. The authority citation for part 642 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1070d-ld. unless 
otherwise noted. 

2. In § 642.5(b), the definition of 
“institution of higher education" is 
revised to read as follows; 

§642.5 Definitions. 

• * • • « 

(b) • • ; 

Institution of higher education mean 9 
an educational institution as defined in 
section 481.1201(a), or 1204 of the Act. 

(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1088,1141(a) and 1144a) 


PART 643—TALENT SEARCH 
PROGRAM 

3. The authority citation for part 643 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 20 U.S.C 1070d-l, unless 
otherwise noted. 

4. Section 643.3 is amended by 
removing "or;" after paragraph (a)(l)(iii). 
and by adding paragraphs (a)(1) (v) and 
(vi) to read as follows: 

§ 643.3 Eligible project participants: 
General. 

(a) * * * 

(l)(i) * * • 

(v) Is a citizen of the Republic of 
Palau; or 

(vi) Is a resident of the Freely 
Associated States—the Federated States 
of Micronesia or the Republic of the 
Marshall Islands—and attends a public 
or nonprofit institution of higher 
education in the Freely Associated 
States; 


5. In § 643.6(b), the definition of 
"institution of higher education" is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 643.6 Definitions that apply to the Talent 
Search Program. 

• • * • « 

(b) * • * 

Institution of higher education means 
an educational institution as defined in. 
section 481,1201(a), or 1204 of the Act. 

(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1088,1141(a). and 1144a) 

PART 644—EDUCATIONAL 
OPPORTUNITY CENTERS PROGRAM 

6. The authority citation for part 644 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1070d-lc, unless 
otherwise noted. 

7. Section 644.3 is amended by 
removing "or;" after paragraph (a)(3), 
and by adding paragraphs (a) (5) and (6) 
to read as follows: 

§ 644.3 Eligible project participants: 
GeneraL 

• * • * • 

(а) (1) * * * 

(5) Is a citizen of the Republic of 
Palau; or 

(б) Is a resident of the Freely 
Associated States—the Federated States 
of Micronesia or the Republic of the 
Marshall Islands—and attends a public 
or nonprofit institution of higher 
education in the Freely Associated 
States; 

• » • * « 

8. In § 644.6(b), the definition of 
"institution of higher education" is 
revised to read as follows; 

§ 644.6 Definitions that apply to the 
Educational Opportunity Center Program. 


institution of higher education means 
an educational institution as defined in 
section 481.1201(a), or 1204 of the Act. 

(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1088,1141(a) and 1144a) 
• • • • * 

PART 645—UPWARD BOUND 
PROGRAM 

9. The authority citation for part 645 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1070d-la. unless 
otherwise noted. 

10. Section 645.3 is amended by 
removing "on** after paragraph (a)(l)(iii), 
and by adding paragraphs (a)(l)(v) and 
(vi) to read as follows: 

§ 645.3 Eligible project participants: 
General. 

(a) * * # 


tm • • • 

(v) Is a citizen of the Republic of 
Patau; or 

(vi) Is a resident of the Freely 
Associated States—the Federated States 
of Micronesia or the Republic of the 
Marshall Islands—and attends a public 
or nonprofit institution of higher 
education in the Freely Associated 
States; 

• • • • • 

11. In §645.6{b), the definition of 
"institution of higher education" is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 645.6 Definitions that apply to the 
Upward 8ound Program. 

« • • • • 

(b) * • * 

Institution of higher education means 
an educational institution as defined in 
section 481, 1201(a), or 1204 of the Act. 

(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1088.1141(a) and 1144a | 


PART 646—STUDENT SUPPORT 
SERVICES 

12. The authority citation for part 646 
continues to read as follow's: 

Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1070d-lb. unless 
otherwise noted. 

13. Section 646.3 is amended by 
removing “or;" after paragraph (a)(3), 
and by adding paragraphs (a)(5) and (6) 
to read as follows: 

§ 646.3 Eligible project participants: 
General. 

t • • • « 

(a) (1) * • • 

(5) Is a citizen of the Republic of 
Palau; or 

(6) Is a resident of the Freely 
Associated States—the Federated States 
of Micronesia or the Republic of the 
Marshall Islands—and attends a public 
or nonprofit institution of higher 
education in the Freely Associated 
States; 

• * • • • 

14. In §646.6(b), the definition of 
"institution of higher education" is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 646.6 Definitions that apply to the 
Support Services Program. 

• • • • • 

(b) * • * 

Institution of higher education means 
an educational institution as defined in 
section 481.1201(a), or 1204 of the Act. 

(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 108a 1141(a). and 1144a) 
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PART 668—STUDENT ASSISTANCE 
GENERAL PROVISIONS 

15. The authority citation for part 668 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1085.1088. 1091.1092, 
1094. and 1141. unless otherwise noted. 

10. Section 668.7 is amended by 
revising paragraph (a)(4)(iv) and the 


authority citation at the end of the 
section to read as follows: 

§ 668.7 Eligible student. 

(a) 

(4) * # * 

(iv) For purposes of the Pell Grant, 
SEOG, and CWS Programs— 

(A) Is a resident of the Federated 
States of Micronesia; or 






(B) Is a resident of the Republic of the 
Marshall Islands; 

* * * • ♦ 

(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1070a-1070c-l. 1077. 
1078.1078-1-1078-3,1082.1085.1087a 1087CC, 
1091.42 U.S.C. 2753, section 9 of Pub. L. 100- 
369) 

|FR Doc. 92-5851 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
[CFDA No.84.116K] 

Fund for the Improvement of 
Postsecondary Education—Special 
Focus Competition (Invitational 
Priority: Projects In Science and the 
Humanities) 

action: Amendment of notice inviting 
applications for new awards for fiscal 
year (FY) 1992. 

On September 18.1991, the Secretary 
of Education published in the Federal 
Register (56 FR 47289) a notice inviting 
applications for FY 1992 under the Fund 
for the Improvement of Postsecondary 
Education—Special Focus Competition 
(Invitational Priority: Projects in Science 
and the Humanities). This amendment to 
that notice alerts potential applicants 
that, in the case of this competition, the 
Department of Education will accept 
applications mailed or delivered to the 
Department of Education (ED), the 
National Science Foundation (NSF), or 
the National Endowment for the 
Humanities (NEH). 

The Department of Education, NSF. 
and NEH are collaborating to fund 
projects that link science, social science, 
and the humanities. To assist those 
applicants that are interested in 


applying to more than one of the 
collaborating.agencies, each of the 
collaborating agencies has agreed to 
receive applications for the othertwo 
agencies. 

Therefore, for the purposes of this 
Special Focus Competition, an 
application mailed or delivered to the 
National Endowment for the 
Humanities’ Division of Education 
Programs: Projects in Science and* the 
Humanities, or to the National Science 
Foundation’s Division of Undergraduate 
Science, Engineering and Mathematics 
Education: Projects in Science and the 
Humanities, will be deemed to have 
been properly submitted to the 
Department of Education if the' 
application meets the following criteria: 
(1) If mailed, the application is mailed to 
NEH, NSF. or ED on or before the 
deadline date of April 1,1992, and 
shows proof of mailing in accordance 
with 34 CFR 75.102(d); (2) if hand’, 
delivered, the application is delivered 1 to 
NEH, NSF, or ED by 4:30 p.m. 
(Washington, DC time) of the deadline 
date of April 1,1992; (3) the application 
includes an appropriately signed and 1 
authorized Department of Education 
title page (Form ED0001, OMBlNo. 1840- 
0639. available in the Information and* 
Application Procedures); and (4) except 
for an NEH or NSF mailing address or 


place of delivery, the application meets 
all other Department of Education 
submission requirements set forth in the 
Information and Application Procedures 
for this Special Focus Competition and 
in Department of Education regulations. 

For Applications or Information 
Contact: For application materials and 
submission instructions, contact Brian 
Lekander, FIPSE, U.S. Department of 
Education. 400 Maryland Ave., SW., 
room 3100, ROB-3, Washington, DC 
20202-5175. Telephone: (202) 708-5750. 
For further information about submitting 
applications to NSF, contact Bill Haver, 
USEME, room 639, National Science 
Foundation, 1800 G Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20550. Telephone: (202) 
357-7051. For further information about 
submitting applications to NEH, contact 
Susan Greenstein, National Endowment 
for the Humanities, Division of 
Education Programs, room 302,1100 
Pennsylvania Avenue. NW., 
Washington, DC 20506. Telephone: (202) 
786-0380. 

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1135-1135a-3. 
Dated: March 5,1992. 

Carolynn Reid-Wallacc, 

Assistant Secretary for Postsecondary 
Education . 

[PR Doc. 92-5928 Filed 3-12-02; 8:45 am) 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Land Management 
43 CFR Parts 3150 and 3160 
[WO-SIO-4111-24-1 A; Circular No. 2635] 
RIN 1004-AC02 

Onshore OH and Gas Geophysical 
Exploration; Onshore Oil and Gas 
Operations 

agency: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 

action: Interim final rule. 

summary: This interim final rule adds to 
43 CFR part 3150 a section governing 
appeals of decisions and approvals 
relating to onshore oil and gas 
geophysical exploration operations to 
allow the decisions and approvals of an 
authorized officer to remain in full force 
and effect when an appeal is filed, 
unless the appellant show’s sufficient 
justification to the Interior Board of 
Land Appeals (IBLA) that a stay is 
necessary. It similarly amends the 
section in part 3190 governing appeals of 
decisions and approvals relating to 
onshore oil and gas operations to allow 
the decision of an authorized officer to 
remain in full force and effect during the 
pendency of an appeal. Such provisions 
are needed to allow the IBLA to 
determine whether the issues involved 
in an appeal warrant a stay of onshore 
oil and gas activities and the 
accompanying delays and economic 
consequences. A proposed rule with 
similar provisions has been published 
simultaneously in this issue. The 
purpose of the proposed rule is to 
request public review and comment to 
aid the agency in determining whether 
or not to publish a subsequent and 
permanent final rule for these 
provisions, which would be effective 
prior to or concurrently with the 
expiration date of this interim final*rule. 
dates: This interim final rule will be 
effective for a limited duration. It is 
effective March 13,1992 and will expire 
on December 31,1992. 

ADDRESSES: Inquiries or suggestions 
should be sent to: Director. (140) Bureau 
of Land Management, room 5555, Main 
Interior Building, 1849 C Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20240. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Frank Lanzetta, (202) 653-2127, or 
Richard Hopkins (202) 653-2095. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Background 

The urgency to amend these 
regulations arises from an October 4, 
1991, decision of the IBLA in the case. 


Utah Chapter of the Sierra Club, 
Southern Utah Wilderness Alliance, 121’ 
IBLA 1, which was an appeal of a 
decision by a Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) field office. The 
IBLA decision abruptly overturned 
previously well-established 
administrative precedents and BLM 
policy by allowing an appellant to 
render decisions regarding oil and gas 
operational activities temporarily, 
ineffective without any showing that: the 
appellant has a legally viable claim. 
Because of the urgency caused:by this 
decision, BLM has good cause to 
dispense with the ordinary agency 
procedures for rulemaking. 

Historically, decisions of the 
authorized officer concerning oil and gas 
activities such as Applications for 
Permits to Drill (APDs) were effective 
while the decision was pending appeal. 
This interim final rule is necessary to 
restore prior longstanding appeals 
procedures that have consistently been 
relied upon by the BLM and the public iir 
the area of oil and gas operations under 
part 3160. This rule is also necessary to 
create appeals procedures for decisions ' 
and Notice of Intent approvals relating 
to exploratory activities under part 3150 
so as to be consistent with the treatment 
of appeals from decisions made 
pursuant to part 3160. 

The BLM has long operated its oil and 
gas program on the assumption.that an 
appealed decision relating to operations 
for oil and gas remains in full force and 
effect during the pendency of the appeal 
unless affirmatively stayed by the IBLA. 
This policy was based on the BLM's 
understanding of 43 CFR 3165.4(c). In the 
Southern Utah Wilderness Alliance 
case, the IBLA ruled that this regulation 
did* not apply to BLM decisions and ; 
approvals regarding operational 
activities, such as APDs. As a result of 
the decision, only operator appeals from 
compliance orders benefit from the full 
force and effect provisions of paragraph 
3165.4(c). The Board held that the 
automatic stay provisions of 43 CFR 
4.21(a) apply to appeals from BLM 
decisions and approvals related to all 
other operational activities under part 
3160. 

The result of the decision has caused 
great turmoil, not only within BLM’s oil 
and gas program, but also within the oil 
and gas industry, which had come to 
rely on certain general timetables within 
which it planned its activities and 
financial commitments. These Federal 
and private plans are frustrated by the 
general application of § 4.21(a) to these 
activities. Significant potential exista for 
expiration of many existing leases, 
delays in drilling operations, decreases 
in revenues to the Treasury, decreases 


in revenue sharing with the affected 
States, additional strain on the industry, 
loss of employment opportunities, and 
additional and unnecessarily redundant 
costs to the government in re-leasing 
these areas. The BLM’s previously well- 
settled practices have been relied upon 
by both the Federal and private sectors, 
and this rule, as it applies to part 3160, 
simply enables pre-existing expectations 
to continue. In addition, in order to 
allow exploratory decisions and 
approvals made under part 3150 to be 
handled consistently with appeals under 
part 3160, an appeals provision is added 
tb part 3150. 

Sixteen instances of pending appeals 
filed by third-party appellants in the 
areas of oil and gas exploration and 
operations currently exist. Growing 
numbers are expected. Without 
immediately remedying this disruption 
in government operations, the due and 
required execution of agency functions 
are unavoidably prevented while 
ordinary rulemaking proceeds. The 
Southern Utah Wilderness Alliance 
decision prevents BLM from meeting its 
mission to implement the Mineral 
Leasing Act, to carry out the terms of 
existing oil and gas leases, and to 
provide for multiple use of the public 
lands pursuant to the Federal Land 
Policy and Management Act. Therefore, 
using ordinary rulemaking procedures to 
restore the status quo ante would be 
impracticable. 

Unless the rule is made final on an 
interim basis and is made effective 
immediately, appeals that are lacking in 
merit and are filed to prevent oil and gas 
activities from occurring on the public 
lands may now delay those activities for 
up to two years. Making this rule interim 
final is less disruptive to government 
operations and private interests than 
would be ordinary rulemaking 
procedures, since it is made to counter 
the disruptive effects of the October 4, 
1991, decision by the IBLA. To slow the 
effectiveness of this rule would, 
therefore, be contrary to the public 
interest. 

II. Agency Review and Public 
Involvement Prior to Oil and Gas 
Exploration and Development 
Operations 

Many recent appeals, filed by 
appellants who are third parties to 
exploratory agreements between the 
BLM and operators or to lease 
agreements between the BLM and 
lessees or operators, are a result of 
concern for the BLM's compliance with 
environmental review requirements. The 
most effective time for such public 
participation in the environmental 
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review process, however, is in the 
planning stage of oil and gas leasing. 
Beginning with the Resource 
Management Plan (RMP), which is an 
area-by-area plan for effective multiple- 
use of resources, public scoping 
meetings are conducted before any BLM 
planning and National Environmental 
Protection Agency (NEPA) documents 
are started. During these meetings, the 
BLM asks for comments from all 
interested and affected parties, 
identifies issues, and presents a 
schedule that will be followed during 
document preparation. These schedules 
are important because the BLM 
encourages and solicits public input and 
comment throughout the entire process. 
A draft document is prepared and a time 
period allowed for public review and 
comment in accordance with 
established regulatory requirements. 
Whenever a final document is prepared, 
public comments received on the draft 
document are addressed as to how the 
comments were accommodated or why 
they were not. After the proposed RMP 
is published, a 30-day protest period is 
provided. If any protest is filed, 
administrative review is completed 
before the RMP is approved. The 
process described above is standard 
before any oil and gas exploration, 
leasing, or operational activities are 
allowed to proceed. 

III. 43 CFR 3150—Oil and Gas 
Exploration 

Following completion of the planning 
document, BLM accepts Notices of 
Intent to Conduct Oil and Gas 
Exploration Operations in the areas 
open to such activities under the plan. 
Notices of Intent require approval from 
the authorized officer of BLM. Such 
approvals are experiencing third-party 
appeals. However, the existing 
regulations for oil and gas exploration in 
part 3150 are silent on the subject of 
appeals procedures and the effect of an 
appeal during pendency. Due to the 
silence of the regulations, it is not 
evident which appeals procedures 
apply. This rule will fUl this void. 

Prior to approval of oil and gas 
exploratory operations, such activities 
receive additional environmental 
scrutiny from the public and from the 
BLM. It is Department policy to 
encourage oil and gas exploration in an 
environmentally sound manner. When a 
specific action is proposed, such as a 
Notice of Intent to Conduct Oil and Ga 9 
Geophysical Exploration Operations, 
BLM receives the proposal and conducts 
several reviews. Before authorizing 
surface disturbing activities, the BLM 
conducts an environmental review of 
each proposed action and determines 


whether it conforms with the RMP 
provisions. If the conformance review 
determines that the RMP does not 
provide for the exploration operations or 
that the proposed operation cannot be 
modified, it is considered further 
through an appropriate NEPA document 
and/or plan amendment process. As a 
matter of policy, an environmental 
review is made of every proposed oil 
and gas activity involving surface 
disturbance. Those data collection 
activities which involve no surface 
disturbance are categorically excluded 
in the Department Categorical Exclusion 
list (516 DM 2, appendix 1.6). 

The BI.M must, therefore, balance the 
environmental review and other 
considerations with its mission to 
approve exploration in a timely manner 
for parties wishing to conduct it. 
Considerable investment of private 
finances is required to conduct 
geophysical exploration. Reasonable 
and timely returns are necessary on 
those investments in order for them to 
be undertaken. Prior to conducting 
exploration activities, large 
expenditures of time and money are 
needed for consultation with private, 
State, and other Federal agencies before 
a geophysical program can begin. Some 
exploration programs on BLM lands are 
restricted by time limitations. For 
example, a condition of approval may 
be that operations begin on a specified 
date and end on another date. Such 
limitations could be precipitated by a 
hunting season on the land in question, 
seasonal recreation restrictions, weather 
conditions, wildlife species habitat 
requirements, or other protective 
measures of other resource values, 
which are identified in the BLM 
planning and NEPA documents. In some 
areas there is very little time to 
complete exploration because of such 
timing limitations. Therefore, it is in the 
public interest and the operators' 
interests to complete an exploration 
program in accordance with BLM plan 
provisions. As stated above, without the 
added appeals provision in part 3150, 
appeals from approving decisions in the 
area of oil and gas exploration would be 
stayed pending the appeal. An 
automatic stay could cause seasonal 
windows of opportunity to be missed. 
This has great potential for economic 
hardship on operators who are trying in 
good faith to meet their responsibilities 
for environmental protection while at 
the same time remaining competitive in 
private enterprise. Therefore, the 
appeals language is added to part 3150 
in this rule. 


IV. 43 CFR 3160—011 and Gas 
Operations 

As to the oil and gas operations 
regulations found in part 3160, the 
existing regulations at 43 CFR 3165.4(c) 
provide that appeals of decisions of the 
authorized officer are to be handled 
under 43 CFR part 4. which provides in 
§ 4.21(a) that an appeal stays the 
decision of the authorized officer until a 
decision is issued by the IBLA. Part 4 
provides for a lifting of the stay if the 
IBLA or the Director of the Office of 
Hearing and Appeals determines that 
the effectiveness of the decision w ? ould 
be in the public interest. Subsection 
3165.4(c) creates a clear exception for 
operator appeals of BLM compliance 
requirements, allowing compliance 
orders to remain in full force and effect. 
However, the topic of the effect of 
appeals by third parties is not addressed 
in the rule. That void will be filled by 
this rule. 

The environmental review for oil and 
gas operations and the BLM's permit 
approval process under the regulations 
at 43 CFR 3162.3-1 and 3102.5-1 are 
designed to identify and fully address 
all concerns over proposed operations, 
to determine whether the proposed 
operations will be approved, and to 
require adequate environmental and 
public health and safety protective 
measures by the operator. It is unlikely 
that there would be any unidentified 
significant potential impacts raised in an 
appeal that would have not already 
been assessed and mitigated by the time 
a proposal is approved. The lessees and 
operators have, in good faith, properly 
applied to the BLM under part 3160 for 
approval to conduct operational 
activities. However, after their 
application proceeds through required 
public notification and comment period, 
and compliance with NEPA by the BLM, 
an appeal by any party opposed to the 
action may prevent the operators from 
acting on the BLM's approval. Under the 
current regulation, any approved 
activities are required to be 
discontinued upon the filing of any 
appeal, regardless of the merit of the 
appeal. For the stated reasons, the 
appeals procedures for part 3180 are 
amended by this rule. 

V. Effect on Third-Party Appellants 

The IBLA has affirmed on numerous 
BLM's determinations that its proposed 
actions will not have a significant 
impact on the quality of the human 
environment. On December 31,1991, in 
an expedited review, the IBLA affirmed 
BLM's Record of Decision and Finding of 
No Significant Impact in the Southern 
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IBLA 6. The requirements for 
coordination, public input, and 
environmental documentation will 
continue to be followed by the BLM. and 
therefore, this change in the regulations 
places some reasonable responsibilities 
on appellants without taking away any 
substantive appeal rights. 

This change in the regulations places 
a burden on the appellant to show 
clearly why a stay of approved 
exploratory or operational activities is 
warranted. Parties pursuing appeals 
may obtain a stay of the BLM decision 
from the IBLA upon a showing of 
sufficient justification based on the 
following standards: (1) The relative 
harm to the parties if the stay is granted 
or denied, (2) the likelihood of the 
appellant’s success on the merits, (3) the 
likelihood of irreparable harm to the 
appellant or resources if the stay is not 
granted, and (4) whether the public 
interest favors granting the stay. 

VI. Conclusion and Determinations 

In conclusion, for the reasons stated 
above, we find that notice of proposed 
rulemaking and delay in the effective 
date would be impracticable and 
contrary to the public interest. 
Accordingly, such notice and delay are 
not required under 5 U.S.C. 553 (b) and 

(d). 

Elsewhere in this issue of the Federal 
Register is published a proposed rule 
containing provisions identical to those 
in this proposed rule, but which allows a 
30 day public comment period. 

The principal authors of this interim 
final rule are Frank Lanzetta, Division of 
Fluid Mineral Lease and Reservoir 
Management, and Richard Hopkins. 
Division of Fluid Mineral Leasing, 
assisted by the staff of the Division of 
Legislation and Regulatory 
Management, BLM. 

It is hereby determined that this 
interim final rule does not constitute a 
major Federal action significantly 
affecting the quality of the human 
environment, and that no detailed 
statement pursuant to section 102(2)(C) 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)(C)) is 
required. The BLM has determined that 
this rule would have no impact on any 
physical attributes of the public lands or 
any environmental resource values. By 
the time of the lodging of an appeal, 
under standard BLM procedures an 
environmental review and analysis will 
have been performed on the activity that 
is the subject matter of the appeal. 
Therefore, no additional environmental 
analysis is needed merely because this 
rule would change the effect of the 
pendency of an appeal. 


The Department of the Interior has 
determined under Executive Order 12291 
that this document is not a major rule. A 
major rule is any regulation that is likely 
to result in an annual effect on the 
economy of $100 million or more, a 
major increase in costs or prices for 
consumers, individual industries. 
Federal, State, or local government 
agencies or geographic regions, or 
significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. Expenses currently being 
incurred by geophysical exploration 
operators or lessees/operators for 
Federal lease operations will not 
increase. There are no expected 
increases in costs or prices for 
consumers. Costs may actually decline 
because of a possible decrease in the 
number of appeals. There would be no 
need for increase in Federal, State, or 
local agency budgets or personnel 
requirements to implement this rule. The 
gross annual effect on the United States 
economy is not likely to approach $100 
million. Further, for the same reasons, 
and because the effect of the rule is to 
restore to small entities the authority to 
act that had been granted by the BLM, 
the Department has determined under 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 
601 et seq.) that it will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 

The Department certifies that this 
interim final rule does not represent a 
governmental action capable of 
interference with constitutionally 
protected property rights. It does not 
infringe any private property rights. 
Therefore, as required by Executive 
Order 12630, the Department of the 
Interior has determined that the rule 
would not cause a taking of private 
property. 

This rule does not contain information 
collection requirements that require 
approval by the Office of Management 
and Budget under 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq . 

List of Subjects 

43 CFR Part 3150 

Oil and gas exploration; Public 
lands—mineral resources. 

43 CFR Part 3160 

Environmental protection, oil and gas 
resources, Government contracts, Public 
lands—mineral resources, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements. 

For reasons stated in the preamble, 
and under the authorities stated below, 
parts 3150 and 3160 of Group 3100, 


subchapter C, chapter II. subtitle B. of 
title 43 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations are proposed to be amended 
as follows: 

PART 3150—ONSHORE OIL AND GAS 
GEOPHYSICAL EXPLORATION 
[AMENDED] 

1. The authority citation for part 3150 
is revised to read as follows: 

Authority: 30 U.S.C. 181 et seq., 30 U.S.C. 
351-359. 43 U.S.C. 1701 et seq., 16 U.S.C. 3101 
et seq.. 31 U.S.C. 483a. 42 U.S.C. 6504. 42 
U.S.C. 6508. 

2. Section 3150.2 is added to read as 
follows: 

§3150.2 Appeals. 

(a) A party adversely affected by a 
decision or approval of the authorized 
officer may appeal that decision to the 
Interior Board of Land Appeals as set 
forth in part 4 of this title. 

(b) All decisions and approvals of the 
authorized officer under this part shall 
remain effective pending appeal unless 
the Interior Board of Land Appeals 
determines otherwise upon 
consideration of the standards stated in 
this paragraph. The provisions of 43 CFR 
4.21(a) shall not apply to any decision or 
approval of the authorized officer under 
this subpart. A petition for a stay of a 
decision or approval of the authorized 
officer shall be filed with the Interior 
Board of Land Appeals, Office of 
Hearings and Appeals, Department of 
the Interior, and shall show sufficient 
justification based on the following 
standards: (1) The relative harm to the 
parties if the stay is granted or denied, 
(2) the likelihood of the appellant’s 
success on the merits, (3) the likelihood 
of irreparable harm to the appellant or 
resources if the stay is not granted, and 
(4) whether the public interest favors 
granting the stay. 

PART 3160—OIL AND GAS 
OPERATIONS [AMENDED] 

3. The authority citation for 43 CFR 
part 3160 continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 30 U.S.C. 181 et seq.; 30 U.S.C. 
351-359: 30 U.S.C. 301-306; 25 U.S.C. 396; 25 
U.S.C. 396a-396q; 25 U.S.C 397; 25 U.S.C. 398; 
25 U.S.C. 398a-398e; 25 U.S.C. 399; 43 U.S.C. 
1457, see also Attorney General's Opinion of 
April 2,1941 (40 Op. Atty. Gen. 41); 40 U.S.C. 
471 et seq.; 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.; 42 U.S.C. 
6508; Pub. L 97-78; 30 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; and 
25 U.S.C. 2102. 

4. Section 3165.4 is amended by 
redesignating paragraphs (c). (d), and (e) 
as (d). (e), and (f), respectively, and 
adding a new paragraph (c) to read as 
follows: 
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§ 3165.4 Appeals. 

(a) * * * 

***** 

(c) Effect of an appeal on an approved 
decision by the authorized officer. All 
decisions and approvals of the 
authorized officer under this part shall 
remain effective pending appeal to the 
Interior Board of Land Appeals unless 
the Interior Board of Land Appeals 
determines otherwise upon 


consideration of the public interest. The 
provisions of 43 CFR 4.21(a) shall not 
apply to any decision or approval of the 
authorized officer under this subpart. A 
petition for a stay of a decision or 
approval of the authorized officer shall 
be filed with the Interior Board of Land 
Appeals, Office of Hearings and 
Appeals, Department of the Interior, and 
shall show sufficient justification based 
on the following standards: (1) The 
relative harm to the parties if the stay is 


granted or denied. (2) the likelihood of 
the appellant’s success on the merits. (3) 
the likelihood of irreparable harm to the 
appellant or resources if the stay is not 
granted, and (4) whether the public 
interest favors granting stay. 

Dated: January 28.1992. 

Richard Roldan, 

Acting Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

(FR Doc. 92-5948 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BJUJNG COOC 4310-44-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Land Management 
43 CFR Parts 3150 and 3160 
l WO-610-4111-24-1 A] 

RIN 1004-AC02 

Onshore Oil and Gas Geophysical 
Exploration; Onshore Oil and Gas 
Operations 

agency: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 

action: Proposed rule. 

summary: This proposed rule would add 
to 43 CFR part 3150 a section governing 
appeals of decisions and approvals 
relating to onshore oil and gas 
geophysical exploration operations to 
allow an authorized officer's decision or 
approval to remain in effect when an 
appeal is filed, unless the appellant 
convinces the Interior Board of Land 
Appeals (IBLA) that a stay is necessary. 
It would also amend the section in part 
3160 governing appeals of decisions 
relating to onshore oil and gas 
operations to allow an authorized 
officer’s decision to remain in effect 
during the pendency of an appeal. Such 
provisions are needed to allow the IBLA 
to determine whether the issues 
involved in an appeal warrant a stay of 
onshore oil and gas activities and the 
accompanying delays and economic 
consequences. An interim Final rule with 
similar provisions has been published in 
this issue also. That interim final rule 
will expire on December 31,1992. 
dates: Comments should be submitted 
by April 13,1992. 

ADDRESSES: Comments should be sent 
to: Director, (140) Bureau of Land 
Management, room 5555, Main Interior 
Building. 1849 C Street, NW.. 
Washington, DC 20240. Comments will 
be available for public review at the 
above address during regular business 
hours (7:45 a.m. to 4:15 p.m.), Monday 
through Friday. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Sie Ling Chiang, (202) 653-2127. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: It is 

Department policy to encourage oil and 
gas exploration in an environmentally 
sound manner. The Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) has the 
responsibility to approve operations in a 
timely manner for parties wishing to 
conduct exploration. Considerable 
investment of private finances is 
required to conduct geophysical 
exploration operations. Reasonable and 
timely returns are necessary on these 
investments for them to be profitable. 
Prior to conducting exploration 


operations, large expenditures of time 
and money are needed for negotiations 
with private, State, and other Federal 
agencies before a geophysical program 
can begin. Some exploration programs 
on BLM lands are restricted by time 
limitations. For example, a Condition of 
Approval (COA) may be that operations 
begin on a certain specified date and 
end on another specified date. These 
conditions could be due to a hunting 
season, recreation seasonal restrictions, 
wildlife species habitat requirements, 
weather conditions, or other 
circumstances or protection of other 
resource values, which are all identified 
in the BLM planning and assorted 
National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) documents. In some areas there 
is very little time to complete operations 
because of timing limitations; therefore, 
it is in the public interest and the 
operators’ interest to complete an 
exploration program in conformance 
with BLM plan provisions. An automatic 
stay resulting from an appeal could 
cause a work season to be missed. This 
has great potential to cause economic 
hardship on operators who are trying in 
good faith to meet their responsibilities 
for environmental protection and remain 
competitive in private enterprise. 

The existing regulations governing 
onshore oil and gas operations are silent 
on the subject of filing of an appeal by 
any parties other than the operator. The 
current oil and gas regulations at 43 CFR 
3165.4 provide that appeals of decisions 
of the authorized officer are handled 
under 43 CFR 4.21 General Provisions. 
Part 4 provides that an appeal stays the 
decision of the authorized officer until a 
decision is issued by the IBLA, whether 
the appeal has merit or not. Such stays 
can have and have had serious financial 
impacts on operators, by making it 
difficult or impossible for them to meet 
rigid deadlines to begin oil and gas 
operations. Delays in beginning drilling 
and other operations caused by stays 
due to appeals typically result in a 
significant economic impact. The IBLA 
routinely takes 9 months or longer to 
decide appeals, and even expedited 
reviews by IBLA can take 6 months or 
longer. Delay or cancellation of 
operations may reduce or eliminate 
royalty income to the Federal 
Government and States. Recent and 
current world events make it more 
imperative than ever that the United 
States develop domestic oil and gas 
resources in an acceptable manner to 
reduce its reliance on foreign oil. 

Decisions by the BLM authorized 
officer to approve an operational 
proposal are required to conform to the 
planning documents, including the 
associated NEPA analysis. Before any 


BLM planning and NEPA documents are 
started, public scoping meetings are 
conducted as a part of the resource 
management planning process. During 
these meetings, the BLM asks for 
comments from all interested and 
affected parties, identifies issues, and 
presents a schedule that will be 
followed during document preparation. 
These schedules are important because 
the BLM encourages and solicits public 
input and comment throughout the entire 
process. A draft document is prepared 
and a time period allowed for public 
review and comment in accordance with 
established regulatory requirements. 
Whenever a final document is prepared, 
public comments received on the draft 
document are addressed as to how the 
comments were accommodated or why 
they were not. After the proposed 
resource management plan (RMP) is 
published, a 30-day protest period is 
provided. If any protest is filed, 
administrative review is completed 
before the RMP is approved. 

When a specific action is proposed, 
such as a Notice of Intent to Conduct 
Geophysical Exploration, BLM receives 
the proposal and conducts several 
reviews. Before authorizing surface 
disturbing activities, the BLM conducts 
an environmental review of each 
proposed action and determines its 
conformance with RMP provisions. If the 
conformance review determines that the 
RMP does not provide for the 
exploration operations or that the 
proposed operation cannot be modified, 
it is considered further through an 
appropriate NEPA document and/or 
plan amendment process. An 
environmental review is made of every 
proposed action involving surface 
disturbance. Those data collection 
activities that involve no surface 
disturbance are categorically excluded 
in the Department Categorical Exclusion 
list (516 DM 2, appendix 1.6). 

Similar circumstances apply to 
operations of onshore oil and gas 
lessees and operators. These operators 
have, in good faith, properly applied to 
the BLM under the regulations for 
approval to conduct activities. However, 
after their application proceeds through 
required public participation, and 
compliance with NEPA by the BLM, an 
appeal by any party opposed to the 
action may prevent the operators from 
acting on BLM’s approval. The current 
regulations clearly address the effect of 
an appeal on operators’ compliance 
requirements, but do not specify the 
effect of an appeal by a third party. In 
the absence of clear language in 43 CFR 
3165.4 for an authorized officer’s 
decision to remain effective pending 









Federal Register / Vol. 57, No. 50 / Friday, March 13, 1992 / Proposed Rules 


9015 


appeal to the IBLA, 43 CFR 4.21(a) will 
apply, so that any appeal properly filed 
will stay the approval or decision of the 
authorized officer. 

The BLM’s permit approval process 
under the regulations at 43 CFR 3162.3-1 
is designed to identify and fully address 
all concerns over proposed operations, 
to determine whether the proposed 
operations will be approved, and to 
require adequate environmental and 
public health and safety protective 
measures by the operator. It is unlikely 
that there would be any unidentified 
significant potential impacts raised in an 
appeal that would have not already 
been assessed and mitigated by the time 
a proposal is approved. 

The rule would add an Appeals 
section to the regulations in 43 CFR 
3150, providing that all decisions and 
approvals of the authorized officer 
relating to geophysical exploration shall 
remain in full force and effect if 
appealed. It would also amend the 
Appeals section at 43 CFR 3165.4 to 
make it clear that a decision or permit 
approval by the authorized officer as to 
oil and gas operations remains in full 
force and effect during the pendency of 
an appeal by a third party. Both would 
allow decision approvals to be stayed 
upon a determination by the IBLA that a 
stay is warranted, and would state how 
petitions for stay of decisions may be 
filed. The rule would provide the IBLA 
the opportunity to determine whether 
the issue raised in an appeal and the 
potential for significant environmental 
or public health and safety impact, 
warrant a stay of an approval or 
decision until IBLA rules on the appeal. 
The BLM proposes these amendments to 
the regulations in order to simplify the 
appeal process. This proposed rule 
would not take away any substantive 
right of appeal that currently exists. It 
would require the appellant to be 
responsible for filing a petition for a stay 
pending appeal if the appellant desires a 
stay. 

The IBLA has affirmed on numerous 
occasions BLM’s determinations that its 
proposed actions will not have a 
significant impact on the quality of the 
human environment. The requirements 
for coordinations, public imput, and 
environmental documetation will 
continue to be followed by the BLM. and 
therefore, this proposed change in the 
regulations would place some 
reasonable responsibilities on 
appellants without taking away any 
substantive appeal rights that presently 
exist. 

This proposed change in the 
regulations would place a burden on the 
appellant to show clearly why a stay of 
approved exploratory and operational 


activities is warranted. The proposed 
change in regulations would not remove 
any substantive appeal rights that 
currently exist. However, a stay of 
operations would only be allowed when 
appellant could justify the need for a 
stay to the IBLA. 

Elsewhere in this issue of the Federal 
Register is published an interim final 
rule containing provisions identical to 
those in this proposed rule, but which is 
effective immediatlely and will expire 
on December 31,1992. The reasons for 
adopting that interim final rule are 
explained in the supplementary 
information accompanying the rule. The 
experience gained during the period that 
the interim final rule is in effect should 
also help the public and the BLM to 
evaluate whether the proposed 
amendments should be adoped as 
permanent changes to the oil and gas 
regulations. 

The principal authors of this proposed 
rule are Frank Lanzetta, Divison of Fluid 
Mineral Lease and Reservoir 
Management, and Richard Hopkins, 
Division of Fluid Mineral Leasing, 
assisted by the staff of the Division of 
Legislation and Regulatory 
Management. 

It is hereby determined that this 
proposed rule does not constitute a 
major Federal action significantly 
affecting the quality of the human 
environment, and that no detailed 
statement pursuant to section 102(2)(C) 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)(C)) is 
required. The BLM has determined that 
this proposed rule would have no impact 
on any physical attributes of the public 
lands or any environmental resource 
values. By the time of the lodging of an 
appeal, under standard BLM procedures 
an environmental review and analysis 
will have been performed on the activity 
that is the subject of the appeal. 
Therefore, no additional environmental 
analysis is needed merely because the 
proposed rule would change the effect of 
the pendency of an appeal. 

The Department of the Interior has 
determined under Executive Order 12291 
that this document is not a major rule. A 
major rule is any regulation that is likely 
to result in an annual effect on the 
economy of $100 million or more, a 
major increase in costs or prices for 
consumers, individual industries. 

Federal, State, or local government 
agencies, or geographic regions, or 
significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
innovation, productivity, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. Expenses currently being 


incurred by geophysical exploration 
operators or lessees/operators of 
Federal leases will not increase. There 
are no expected increases in costs or 
prices for consumers. Costs may 
actually decline because of a possible 
decrease in the number of appeals. 
There would be no need for increase in 
Federal, State, or local agency budgets 
or personnel requirements to implement 
this rule. The gross annual effect on the 
United States economy is not likely to 
approach $100 million. Further, for the 
same reasons, and because the effect of 
the rule is to restore to small entities the 
authority to act that had been granted 
by the BLM, the Department has 
determined under the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq .) that 
it will not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities. 

The Department certifies that this 
proposed rule does not represent a 
governmental action capable of 
interference with constitutionally 
protected property rights. It would not 
infringe any private property rights. 
Therefore, as required by Executive 
Order 12630, the Department of the 
Interior has determined that the rule 
would not cause a taking of private 
property. 

This rule does not contain information 
collection requirements that require 
approval by the Office of Management 
and Budget under 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. 

List of Subjects 

43 CFR Part 3150 

Oil and gas exploration; Public 
lands—mineral resources. 

43 CFR Part 3160 

Environmental protection, oil and gas 
resources, Government contracts, Public 
lands-mineral resources. Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements. 

For reasons stated in the preamble, 
and under the authorities stated below, 
parts 3150 and 3160 of Group 3100, 
subchapter C, chapter II, subtitle B, of 
title 43 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations are proposed to be amended 
as follows: 

PART 3150—ONSHORE OIL AND GAS 
GEOPHYSICAL EXPLORATION 
[AMENDED] 

1. The authority citation for part 3150 
is revised to read as follows: 

Authority: 30 U.S.C. 181 et seq., 30 U.S.C. 
351-359, 43 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.. 16 U.S.C. 3101 
et seq.. 31 U.S.C. 483a. 42 U.S.C. 6504. 42 
U.S.C. 6508. 
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2. Section 3150.2 is added to read as 
follows: 

§3150.2 Appeals. 

(a) A party adversely affected by a 
decision or approval of the authorized 
officer may appeal that decision to the 
Interior Board of Land Appeals as set 
forth in part 4 of this title. 

(b) All decisions and approvals of the 
authorized officer under this part shall 
remain effective pending appeal unless 
the Interior Board of Land Appeals 
determines otherwise upon 
consideration of the standards stated in 
this paragraph. The provisions of 43 CFR 
4.21(a) shall not apply to any decision or 
approval of the authorized officer under 
this subpart. A petition for a stay of a 
decision or approval of the authorized 
officer shall be filed with the Interior 
Board of Land Appeals. Office of 
Hearings and Appeals, Department of 
the Interior, and shall show sufficient 
justification based on the following 
standards: (1) The relative harm to the 
parties if the stay is granted or denied. 
(2) the likelihood of the appellant’s 
success on the merits. (3) the likelihood 


of irreparable harm to the appellant or 
resources if the stay is not granted, and 
(4) whether the public interest favors 
granting the stay. 

PART 3160—OIL AND GAS 
OPERATIONS [AMENDED! 

3. The Authority Citation for 43 CFR 
part 3160 continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 30 U.S.C. 181 et seq.; 30 U.S.C. 
351-359: 30 U.S.C. 301-306: 25 U.S.C. 396: 25 
U.S.C. 396a-396q: 25 U.S.C. 397: 25 U.S.C. 398: 
25 U.S.C 398a-398e: 25 U.S.C 399; 43 U.S.C 
1457. see also Attorney General's Opinion of 
April 2.1941 (40 Op. Atty. Gen. 41); 40 U.S.C. 
471 et seq.i 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.; 42 U.S.C 
6508; Pub. L 97-78; 30 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; and 
25 U.S.C 2102. 

4. Section 3165.4 is amended by 
redesignating paragraphs (c). (d), and (e) 
as (d). (e). and (f). respectively, and by 
adding a new' paragraph (c) to read as 
follows: 

§3165.4 Appeals. 

(a) * 

• • • * • 

(c) Effect of an appeal on an 
approval/decision by the authorized 


officer. All decisions or approvals of the 
authorized officer under this part shall 
remain effective pending appeal unless 
the Interior Board of Land Appeals 
determines otherwise upon 
consideration of the standards stated in 
this paragraph. The provisions of 43 CFR 
4.21(a) shall not apply to any decision or 
approval of the authorized officer under 
this subpart. A petition for a stay of a 
decision or approval of the authorized 
officer shall be filed with the Interior 
Board of Land Appeals. Office of 
Hearings and Appeals. Department of 
the Interior, and shall show sufficient 
justification based on the follow ing 
standards: (1) The relative harm to the 
parties if the stay is granted or denied. 
(2) the likelihood of the appellant’s 
success on the merits, (3) the likelihood 
of irreparable harm to the appellant or 
resources if the stay is not granted, and 
(4) whether the public interest favors 
granting the stay. 

Dated: January 28.1992. 

Richard Roldan. 

Acting Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

|FR Doc. 92-5947 Filed 3-12-92: 8:45 am) 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 

Administration for Children and 
Families 

[Program Announcement No. OCS 92-2] 

Office of Community Services; 

Request for Applications Under the 
Office of Community Services’ Fiscal 
Year 1992 Community Food and 
Nutrition Program 

agency: Office of Community Services. 
Administration for Children and 
Families, Department of Health and 
Human Services. 

action: Request for applications under 
the Office of Community Services’ 
Community Food and Nutrition Program. 

summary: The Office of Community 
Services (OCS) announces that 
competing applications will be accepted 
for new grants pursuant to the 
Secretary’s discretionary authority 
under section 681A of the Community 
Services Block Grant Act of 1981 as 
amended. This Program Announcement 
contains forms and instructions for 
submitting an application. Grants made 
under this program announcement are 
subject to the availability of funds for 
support of these activities. 

closing date: The closing date for 
submission of applications is June 11. 
1992. 

contact: Office of Community Services. 
Division of Community Discretionary 
Programs. 370 L’Enfant Promenade. SW M 
Washington. DC 20447. (202) 401-9345. 

Table of Contents 
Part A— Preamble 

1. Legislative Authority 

2. Definitions of Terms 

Part B—Application Prerequisites 

1. Eligible applicants 

2. Availability of Punds and Grant 
Amounts 

3. Project Periods and Budget Periods 

4. Administrative Costs/Indirect Costs 

5. Program Beneficiaries 

6. Number of Projects in Application 

7. Multiple Submittals 

8. Sub-Contracting or Delegating Projects 

Part C—Purpose of Community Food and 
Nutrition Program 

1. Project Requirements 

2. Project Elements 

3. General Projects 

4. Set-asides 

5. Nationwide Programs 

Part D—Review Criteria 

Criteria for Review and Evaluation of 
Applications Submitted under this program 
announcement. 


Part E—Additional Instructions for 
Completing Application Package 

1. SF-424—“Application for Federal 
Assistance” 

2. SF-424A—“Budget Information—Non- 
Construction Programs" 

3. SF-424B—“Assurances—Non- 
Construction" 

4. Project Narrative 

Part F—Application Procedures 

1. Availability of Forms 

2. Application Submission 

3. Intergovernmental Review 

4. Application Consideration 

5. Criteria for Screening Applications 

a. Initial Screening 

b. Pre-Rating Review 

c. Evaluation Criteria 

Part G—Contents of Application Package and 
Application 

Part H—Award Recipient Reporting 
Requirements 

Part A—Preamble 

1. Legislative Authority 

The Community Services Block Grant 
Act as amended authorizes the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services 
to make funds available under several 
programs to support program activities 
which will result in direct benefits 
targeted to low-income people. This 
Program Announcement covers the 
grant authority found at section 681A. 
Community Food and Nutrition, which 
authorizes the Secretary to make funds 
available for grants to be awarded on a 
competitive basis to eligible entities for 
local and statewide programs (1) to 
coordinate existing private and public 
food assistance resources, whenever 
such coordination is determined to be 
inadequate, to better serve low-income 
communities; (2) to assist low-income 
communities to identify potential 
sponsors of child nutrition programs and 
to initiate new programs in underserved 
or unserved areas; and (3) to develop 
innovative approaches at the State and 
local levels to meet the nutrition needs 
of low-income people. 

The act also requires that 20 percent 
of appropriated funds in excess of $6 
million be awarded on a competitive 
basis to eligible agencies for nationwide 
programs, including programs 
benefitting Native Americans and 
Migrant Farmworkers. 

2. Definitions of Terms 

For purposes of this Program 
Announcement the following definitions 
apply: 

—Displaced worker: An individual who 
is in the labor market but has been 
unemployed for six months or longer. 
—Indian tribe: A tribe, band, or other 
organized group of native American 
Indians recognized in the State or 


States in which it resides or 
considered by the Secretary of the 
Interior to be an Indian tribe or an 
Indian organization for any purpose. 

—Innovative project: One that departs 
from or significantly modifies past 
program practices and tests a new 
approach. 

—Migrant farmworker: An individual 
who works in agricultural employment 
of a seasonal or other temporary 
nature who is required to be absent 
from his/her place of permanent 
residence in order to secure such 
employment. 

—Seasonal farmworker Any individual 
employed in agricultural work of a 
seasonal or other temporary nature 
who is able to remain at his/her place 
of permanent residence while 
employed. 

—Underserved area (as it pertains to 
child nutrition programs): A locality in 
which less than one-half of the low- 
income children eligible for assistance 
participate in any child nutrition 
program. 

—Budget Period: The term "budget 
period” refers to the interval of time 
into which a grant period of 
assistance (project period) is divided 
for budgetary and funding purposes. 

—Eligible Entity: States and other public 
and private non-profit agencies/ 
organizations including agencies 
which administer nationwide 
programs, and which have complied 
with all the terms of previous OCS 
and Federal government grants. 

—Project Period: The term “project 
period” refers to the total time a 
project is approved for support, 
including any approved extensions. 
—Self-Sufficiency: A condition where an 
individual or family does not need 
and is not eligible for public 
assistance. 

Part B—Application Prerequisites 

1. Eligible Applicants 

Eligible applicants are States, public 
and private non-profit agencies/ 
organizations with a demonstrated 
ability to successfully develop and 
implement programs and activities 
similar to those enumerated above. OCS 
encourages Historically Black Colleges 
and Universities to submit applications. 
In addition, applications for the set- 
aside must be either: (1) Indian tribes. 

(2) private non-profit groups whose 
governing board is comprised of a 
majority of Indians and whose primary 
purpose is serving Indian populations, or 

(3) groups whose sole purpose is serving 
migrant and seasonal farmworker 
populations. 
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Proof of non-profit status must be 
included in the Appendices of the 
Project Narrative where applicable. 

2. Availability of Funds and Grant 
Amounts 

a. FY 92 Funding 

The funds available for grant awards 
under the CFN Program in FY 92 are; 
General Projects—$2,400,000 
Set-Asides—$400,000 
Nationwide Programs—$200,000 

b. Grants Amounts 

No individual grant request will be 
considered for an amount which is in 
excess of $50,000, (except for 
Nationwide Programs). 

c. Mobilization of Resources 

OCS would like to mobilize as many 
resources as possible to enhance 
projects funded under this program. 
Proposals submitted by applicants 
whose programs will leverage other 
resources, either cash or third party in- 
kind, will be looked upon favorably and 
will be eligible to receive additional 
points in the competitive review 
process. 

3. Project Periods and Budget Periods 

For most projects OCS will grant 
funds for one year. However, in rare 
instances, depending on the 
characteristics of any individual project 
and on the justification presented by the 
applicant in its proposal, a grant may be 
made for a period of up to 17 months. 

4. Administrative Costs/Indirect Costs 

There is no administrative cost 
limitation for projects funded under this 
program. 

OCS accepts approved indirect cost 
rates as allowable costs. Applicants 
should enclose a copy of the current 
approved rate agreement if it was 
negotiated with a Federal agency other 
than the Department of Health and 
Human Services. However, it should be 
understood that indirect costs are part 
of, and not in addition to, the amount of 
funds awarded in the subject grant. 

5. Program Beneficiaries 

Projects proposed for funding under 
this announcement must result in direct 
benefits targeted toward low-income 
people as defined in the most recent 
Annual Update of Poverty Income 
Guidelines published by DHHS. 

Attachment A to this announcement is 
an excerpt from the most recently 
published guidelines. Annual revisions 
of these guidelines are normally 
published in the Federal Register in 
February or early March of each year 
and are applicable to projects being 


implemented at the time of publication. 
Grantees will be required to apply the 
most recent guidelines throughout the 
project period. The Federal Register may 
be obtained from public libraries, 
Congressional offices, or by writing the 
Superintendent of Documents, U.S. 
Government Printing Office, 

Washington, DC 20402. 

No other government agency or 
privately defined poverty guidelines are 
applicable to the determination of low 
income eligibility for this OCS program. 

6. Number of Projects in Application 

An application may contain only one 
project and this project must address the 
basic criteria found in Part C. 
Applications which are not in 
compliance with these requirements will 
be ineligible for funding. 

7. Multiple Submittals 

There is no limit to the number of 
applications that can be submitted as 
long as each application contains a 
proposal for a different project. 

However, no agency proposing to 
administer statewide or local projects 
may receive funds under this program in 
excess of $50,000. 

Q. Sub-Contracting or Delegating 
Projects 

OCS will not fund any project where 
the role of the eligible applicant is 
primarily to serve as a conduit for funds 
to other organizations. 

9. Previous Performance 

An applicant must have fulfilled 
completely the terms and conditions of 
previous grants from OCS and Federal 
agencies, except grants which are within 
their initial project period. Applications 
which are not in compliance with these 
requirements will be ineligible for 
funding. 

Part C—Purpose 

The Department of Health and Human 
Services is committed to improving the 
health and well-being of individuals 
through improved preventive health care 
and promotion of personal 
responsibility. The Department seeks to 
unify the approach to health promotion 
and disease prevention activities with 
personal messages aimed at families 
and communities, in various settings 
and environments in which individuals 
and groups can most effectively be 
reached. 

The Department is specifically 
interested in improving the health status 
of minority and low-income persons. 
HHS encourages community efforts to 
improve the coordination and 
integration of health services for all low- 


income families, and to identify 
opportunities for integrating other 
programs and services for this 
population. 

7. Project Requirements 

Projects funded under this program 
should: 

a. Be designed and intended to 
provide nutrition benefits, including 
those which incorporate the benefits of 
disease prevention, to a targeted low- 
income group of people; 

b. Provide outreach or public 
education to inform low-income 
individuals and displaced workers of the 
services available to them under the 
various Federally-essisted nutrition 
programs; 

c. Focus on one or more legislatively 
mandated program activities: 

(1) Coordination of existing private 
and public food assistance resources, 
whenever such coordination is 
determined to be inadequate, to better 
serve low-income populations; (2) 
assistance to low-income communities 
in identifying potential sponsors of child 
nutrition programs and initiating new 
programs in underserved or unserved 
areas; and (3) development of 
innovative approaches at the national, 
state or local levels to meet the nutrition 
needs of low-income people. 

2. Project Elements 

Projects must: Focus on one or more of 
the legislatively mandated program 
activities in the above—Part C. 

3. General Projects 

The application should include a 
description of the target area and 
population to be served as well as a 
discussion of the nature and extent of 
the problem to be solved. The 
application must contain a detailed and 
specific work program that is both 
sound and feasible. Projects funded 
under this announcement must produce 
permanent and measurable results that 
fulfill the purposes of this program as 
described in the above Part C. The OCS 
grant funds, in combination with private 
and/or other public resources, must be 
targeted to low-income individuals and 
communities. 

Applicants will certify in their 
submission that projects will only serve 
the low-income population as stipulated 
in the DHHS Poverty Income Guidelines 
(Attachment A). If an applicant is 
proposing a project which will affect a 
property listed in or eligible for inclusion 
in the National Register of Historic 
Places, it must identify this property in 
the narrative and explain how it has 
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complied with the provisions of Section 
106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act of 1966 as amended. If there is any 
question as to whether the property is 
listed in or eligible for inclusion in the 
National Register of Historic Places, 
applicant should consult with the State 
Historic Preservation Officer. The 
applicant should contact OCS early in 
the development of its application for 
instructions regarding compliance with 
the Act and data required to be 
submitted to the Department of Health 
and Human Services. Failure to comply 
with the cited Act may result in the 
application being ineligible for 
consideration for funding. 

In the case of projects proposed for 
funding which mobilize or improve the 
coordination of existing public and 
private food assistance resources, the 
guidelines governing those resources 
apply. However, in the case of projects 
providing direct assistance to 
beneficiaries through grants funded 
under this program, beneficiaries must 
fall within the official DHHS Poverty 
Income Guidelines as set forth in 
Attachment A. 

Submissions which propose the use of 
grant funds for the development of any 
printed or visual materials must contain 
convincing evidence that these materials 
are not available from other sources. 
OCS will not provide funding for such 
items if justification is not sufficient. 

Any films or visual presentations 
approved for development under the 
grant must be submitted to the Office of 
Community Services for clearance by 
the Department of Health and Human 
Services prior to dissemination. In cases 
where material outlays for equipment 
(audio and visual) are requested, 
specific evidence must be presented that 
there is a definite programmatic 
connection between the equipment 
(audio and visual) usage and the 
outreach requirements described in part 
C (l)(b) of the announcement. 

OCS also is interested in projects that 
address the needs of homeless families, 
welfare families in public housing, low- 
income and minority health initiatives. 

OCS welcomes project proposals 
which seek to develop innovative 
approaches to promote health 
particularly among low-income and 
minority populations. These proposals 
should have as their goals the reduction 
of incidences of premature death and 
chronic disease among these 
populations. 

4. Set-Asides 

In recognition of the special needs of 
Indians and Migrant and Seasonal 
Farmworkers, a set-aside will be 
established to afford priority 


consideration to proposals submitted by 
agencies serving these populations. 

Applications which are not funded 
within this limited set-aside will also be 
considered competitively within the 
larger pool of eligible applicants. 

See part D. section 2, (Criterion II) for 
special instructions on developing a 
work program. 

5. Nationwide Programs 

Projects funded must be nationwide in 
scope and must meet the requirements 
of part C.3 (General Projects). 

Part D—Review Criteria 

Applications which pass the initial 
screening and prerating review (See part 
F, section 5) will be assessed and scored 
by reviewers. Each reviewer will give a 
numerical score for each application 
reviewed. These numerical scores will 
be supported by explanatory statements 
on a formal rating form describing major 
strengths and weaknesses under each 
applicable criterion published in the 
Announcement. 

The in-depth evaluation and review 
process will use the following criteria 
coupled with the specific requirements 
as described in part F. 

Applicants should write their project 
narrative to the review criteria using the 
same sequential order. 

(Note: The following review criteria 
reiterate collection of information 
requirements contained in part D of this 
announcement. These requirements are 
approved under OMB Control Number 0970- 
0062.) 

Criteria for Review and Evaluation of 
Applications Submitted Under This 
Program Announcement 

1. Criterion I: Analysis of Needs/ 
Priorities (Maximum: 13 points) 

(a) Target area and population to be 
served are adequately described (6-5 
points). 

In addressing the above criterion, the 
application should include the 
following: The applicant should include 
a description of the target area and 
population to be served including 
specific details on the minority 
population(s). 

(b) Nature and extent of problem are 
adequately described and documented 
(0-6 points). 

In addressing the above criterion, the 
applicant should include the following: 
Applicant should discuss the nature and 
extent of the problem including specific 
information on minority population(s). 

2. Criterion II: Adequacy of Work 
Program (Maximum: 15 points). 


(a) Set forth realistic quarterly time 
targets by which the various work tasks 
will be completed (0-7 points). 

(b) Activities are adequately 
described and appropriately related to 
goals (0-6 points). 

In addressing the above criterion, the 
applicant should include the following: 
The application should address the 
basic criteria and legislatively- 
mandated activities found in Part C (l.c) 
and should include: 

(a) Project priorities and rationale for 
selecting them; 

(b) Goals and objectives; and 

(c) Project activities. 

3. Criterion III: Significant and 
Beneficial Impact (Maximum 38 points). 

(a) Applicant proposes to significantly 
improve or increase nutrition services to 
low-income people and such 
improvements or increases are 
quantified. (0-12 points). 

(b) Project incorporates minority low- 
income health prevention activities 
along with nutritional services (0-6 
points). 

(c) Project will significantly leverage 
or mobilize other community resources 
and such resources are detailed and 
quantified (0-6 points). 

(d) Project builds on an existing 
outreach activity (0-5 points). 

(e) Proposal addresses a problem 
which can be resolved by one-time OCS 
funding or demonstrates that non- 
Federal funding is available to continue 
the project without Federal support (0-7 
points). 

Quantitative data must be provided 
with regard to items (a), (b), (c), and (d). 

4. Criterion IV: Coordination/Services 
Integration (Maximum 15 points). 

Proposal addresses applicant’s 
understanding of the importance of 
improving the integration, coordination, 
and continuity of various HHS-funded 
services potentially available to families 
with children living in poverty, and the 
difficulty of undertaking collaborative 
efforts between organizations. 

In addressing the above criterion . the 
applicant should include the following: 
Strategies should be identified which 
support coordinated community-based 
planning, maximize the efficient and 
effective use of scarce resources, reduce 
duplicative overhead, improve 
accountability, and result in measurable 
outcomes. 

If the applicant is receiving funds from 
the State for community food and 
nutrition activities, the applicant should 
address how the funds are being 
utilized. If State funds are being used in 
the project for which OCS funds are 
being requested, their usage should be 
specifically described. 
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5. Criterion V: Organization 
Experience in Program Area and Staff 
Responsibilities (Maximum 12 points). 

(a) Organization experience in 
program area (0-4 points). 

Documentation provided indicates 
that projects previously undertaken 
have been relevant and effective and 
have provided permanent benefits to the 
low-income population. Organizations 
which propose providing training and 
technical assistance have detailed 
competence in the specific program 
priority area and as a deliverer with 
expertise in the fields of training and 
technical assistance. If applicable, 
information provided by these 
applicants also addresses related 
achievements and competence of each 
cooperating or sponsoring organization. 

(b) Management History (0-4 points). 

Applicants must fully detail their 

ability to implement sound and effective 
management practices and if they have 
been recipients of other Federal or other 
governmental grants, they must also 
detail that they have consistently 
complied with financial and program 
progress reporting and audit 
requirements. Applicants should submit 
any available documentation on their 
management practices and progress 
reporting procedures along with a 
statement by a Certified or Licensed 
Public Accountant as to the sufficiency 
of the applicant's financial management 
system to protect adequately any 
Federal funds awarded under the 
application submitted. 

(c) Staffing skills. Resources and 
Responsibilities (0-4 points). 

The application describes in brief 
resume form the experience and skills of 
the proposed project director showing 
that the individual is not only well 
qualified, but that his/her professional 
capabilities are relevant to the 
successful implementation of the 
project. If the key staff person has not 
yet been identified, the application 
contains a comprehensive position 
description which indicates that the 
responsibilities to be assigned to the 
project director are relevant to the 
successful implementation of the 
project. 

The application must indicate that the 
applicant has adequate facilities and 
resources (i.e. space and equipment) to 
successfully carry out the work plan. 

In addressing the above criterion , the 
applicant should include the following: 
The applicant must fully describe the 
experience and skills of the proposed 
project director showing that the 
individual is not only well qualified but 
that his/her professional capabilities are 
relevant to the successful 
implementation of the project. It must 


clearly show that sufficient time of the 
Project Director and other senior staff 
will be budgeted to assure timely 
implementation and oversight of the 
project and that the assigned 
responsibilities of the staff are 
appropriate to the tasks identified for 
the project. 

6. Criterion VI: Adequacy of Budget 
(Maximum: 7 points). 

(a) Budget is adequate and 
administrative costs are appropriate in 
relation to the services proposed (0-7 
points). 

In addressing the above criterion, the 
applicant should include the following: 
The applicant should describe how the 
project will continue after the 
completion of the grant, including what 
funds will be available for its 
continuation. 

Part E—Additional Instructions for 
Completing Application Package 

(Approved by the OMB under Control 
Number 0970-0062) 

The standard forms attached to this 
announcement shall be used when 
submitting applications for all funds 
under this announcement. 

It is recommended that the applicant 
reproduce the SF-424 (Attachment B). 
SF-424A (Attachment C). and SF-424B 
(Attachment D). and that the application 
be typed on the copies. If an item on the 
SF-424 cannot be answered or does not 
appear to be related or relevant to the 
assistance requested, the applicant 
should write "NA" for "Not Applicable." 

The application should be prepared in 
accordance with the standard 
instructions in Attachments B and C 
corresponding to the forms, as well as 
the OCS specific instructions set forth 
below: 

1. SF-424 "'Application for Federal 
Assistance" 

Item 

1. For the purposes of this 
announcement, all projects are 
considered "Applications"; there are no 
"Pre-Applications." 

5/6. The legal name of the applicant 
must match that listed as corresponding 
to the Employer Identification Number. 
Where the applicant is a previous 
Department of Health and Human 
Services grantee, enter the Central 
Registry System Employee Identification 
Number (CRS/EIN) and the Payment 
Identifying Number, if one has been 
assigned, in the Block entitled "Federal 
Identifier" located at the top right hand 
comer of the form. 

7. If the applicant is a non-profit 
corporation, enter "N" in the box and 
specify "non-profit corporation" in the 


space marked "Other." Proof of non¬ 
profit status such as IRS determination. 
Articles of Incorporation, or by-laws, 
must be included as an appendix to the 
project narrative. 

8. For the purposes of this 
announcement, all applications are 
"New". 

9. Enter "DHHS-ACF/OCS". 

10. The Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance number for the OCS program 
covered under this announcement is 

( ]. 

The title is "Community Services 
Block Grant Discretionary Awards— 
Community Food and Nutrition 
Program." 15a. For purposes of this 
Announcement, this amount should 
reflect the amount requested for the 
entire project period. 15b-e. These items 
should reflect both cash and third party 
in-kind contributions for the total 
project period. 

2. SF-424A—"Budget Information-Non- 
Construction Programs" 

See Instructions accompanying this 
page as well as the instructions set forth 
below: 

In completing these sections, the 
"Federal Funds" budget entries will 
relate to the requestd OCS Community 
Food and Nutrition Program funds only, 
and "Non-Federal" will include 
mobilized funds from all other sources— 
applicants, state, and other. Federal 
funds other than those requested from 
the Community Food and Nutrition 
Program should be included in "Non- 
Federal" entries. 

Sections A and D of SF-424A must 
contain entries for both Federal (OSC) 
and non-Federal (mobilized funds). 

Section A—Budget Summary 

Line 1-4 
Col. (a): 

Line 1 Enter "OCS Community Food and 
Nutrition Program"; 

Col. (b): 

Line 1 Enter "93.033". 

Col. (c) and (d): Not applicable 
Col. (eHg) 

For each line 1-4. enter in columns (e), 
(f) and (g) the appropriate amounts 
needed to support the project for the 
entire project period. 

Line 5 Enter the figures from Line 1 for 
all columns completed, (e), (f), and (g). 

Section B—Budget Categories 

This section should contain entries for 
OCS funds only. For all projects, the 
first budget period of 12 months will be 
entered in Column #1. If the budget/ 
project period exceeds twelve (12) 
months, applicant should submit 
additional copies of SF-424A to 
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document the appropriate number of 
budget/project quarters for the specific 
budget project period. 

Allowability of costs are governed by 
applicable cost principles set forth in 45 
CFR parts 74 and 92. 

A separate itemized budget 
justification should be included to 
explain fully and justify major items, as 
indicated below. The budget 
justification should immediately follow 
the Table of Contents. 

Column 5: Enter total requirements for 
Federal funds by the Object Class 
Categories of this section. 

Personnel—Line 6a: Enter the total 
costs of salaries and wages. 

Justification. Identify the project 
director, Specify by title or name the 
percentage of time allocated to the 
project, the individual annual salaries 
and the cost to the project (both Federal 
and non-Federal) of the organization's 
staff who will be working on the project. 

Fringe Benefits—Line 6b; Enter the 
total costs of fringe benefits unless 
treated as part of an approved indirect 
cost rate which is entered on line 6j. 

Justification. Enter the total costs of 
fringe benefits, unless treated as part of 
an approved indirect cost rate. 

Travel—Line 6c. Enter total cost of all 
travel by employees of the project. Do 
not enter costs for consultant's travel. 

Justification. Include the name(s) of 
traveler(s), total number of trips, 
destinations, length of stay, 
transportation costs and subsistence 
allowances. 

Equipment—Line 6d: Enter the total 
costs of all non-expendable personal 
property to be acquired by the project. 
"Non-expendable personal property", 
for purposes of non-governmental 
entities, means tangible personal 
property having a useful life of more 
than two years and an acquisition cost 
per unit of $500. "Non-expendable 
personal property", for purposes of 
governmental entities, means tangible 
personal property having a useful life of 
more than one year and an acquisition 
value of $5,000 or more. 

Justification. Equipment to be 
purchased with Federal funds must be 
required to conduct the project, and the 
applicant organization or its subgrantees 
must not already have the equipment or 
a reasonable facsimile available to the 
project. The justification also must 
contain plans for future use or disposal 
of the equipment after the project ends. 

Supplies—Line 6e. Enter the total 
costs of all tangible personal property 
(surplus) other than that included on line 
6d. 

Other—Line 6h. Enter the total of all 
other costs. Such costs, where 
applicable, may include, but are not 


limited to. insurance, food, medical and 
dental costs (noncontractual), fees and 
travel paid directly to individual 
consultants, local transportation (all 
travel which does not require per diem 
is considered local travel), space and 
equipment rentals, printing and 
publication, computer use training costs 
including tuition and stipends, training 
service costs including wage payments 
to individuals and supportive service 
payments, and staff development costs. 

Indirect Charges—Line 6j: Enter the 
total amount of indirect costs. This line 
should be used only when the applicant 
currently has an indirect cost rate 
approved by the Department of Health 
and Human Services or other Federal 
agencies. With the exception of local 
governments, applicants should enclose 
a copy of the current approved rate 
agreement if it was negotiated with a 
Federal agency other than the 
Department of Health and Human 
Services. 

If the applicant organization is in the 
process of initially developing or 
renegotiating a rate, it should 
immediately upon notification that an 
award will be made, develop a tentative 
indirect cost rate proposal based on its 
most recently completed fiscal year in 
accordance with the principles set forth 
in the pertinent DHHS Guide for 
Establishing Indirect Cost Rates, and 
submit it to the appropriate DHHS 
Regional Office. 

It should be noted that when an 
indirect cost rate is requested, those 
costs included in the indirect cost pool 
should not be also charged as direct 
costs to the grant. 

The total amount shown in Section B. 
Column (5), Line 6k. should be the same 
as the amount shown in Section A, Line 
5, Column (e). 

Program Income—Line 7: Enter the 
estimated amount of income, if any, 
expected to be generated from this 
project. Separately show expected 
program income generated from OCS 
support and income generated from 
other mobilized funds. Do not add or 
subtract this amount from the budget 
total. Show the nature and source of 
income in the program narrative 
statement. 

Column 5: Carry totals from Column 1 
to Column 5 for all line items. 

Justification. Describe the nature, 
source and anticipated use of program 
income in the Program Narrative 
Statement. 

Section C—Non-Federal Resources 

This section is to record the amounts 
of "Non-Federal" resources that will be 
used to support the project. "Non- 
Federal" resources mean other than 


OCS funds for which the applicant is 
applying. Provide a brief explanation, on 
a separate sheet, showing the type of 
contribution, broken out by Object Class 
Category. (See section B.6) and whether 
it is cash or third-party in-kind. The Firm 
commitment of these required funds 
must be documented and submitted with 
the application in order to be given 
credit in the criterion. 

Except in unusual situations, this 
documentation must be in the form of 
letters of commitment or letters of intent 
from the organization(s)/individuals 
from which funds will be received. 

Line 8: 

Col. (a) Enter the project title. 

Col. (b) Enter the amount of cash or 
donations to be made by the 
applicant. 

Col. (c) Enter the State contribution. 

Col. (d) Enter the amount of cash and in- 
kind contributions to be made from all 
other sources. 

Col. (e) Enter the total of columns (b). 

(c), and (d). 

Lines 9,10, and 11 should be left blank. 
Line 12: Carry the total of each column 
of Line 8, (b) through (e). 

The amount in Column (e) should be 
equal to the amount on Section A. Line 
5, Column (f). 

Justification—Describe third party in- 
kind contributions, if included. 

Section D—Forecasted Cash Needs 

Line 13—Enter the amount of Federal 
(OCS) cash needed for this grant, by 
quarter, during the first 12 month 
budget period. 

Line 14—Enter the amount of cash from 
all other sources needed by quarter 
during the first year. 

Line 15—Enter the total of Lines 13 and 
14. 

Section F—Other Budget Information 

Line 21—Include narrative justification 
required under Section B for each 
object class category for the total 
project period. 

Line 22—Enter the type of HHS or other 
Federal agency approved indirect cost 
rate (provisional, predetermined, final 
or Fixed) that will be in effect during 
the funding period, the estimated 
amount of the base to which the rate 
is applied and the total indirect 
expense. Also, enter the date the rate 
was approved, where applicable. 
Attach a copy of the approved rate 
agreement if it was negotiated with a 
Federal agency other than the 
Department of Health and Human 
Services. 

Line 23—Provide any other explanations 
and continuation sheets required or 
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deemed necessary to justify or explain 

the budget information. 

3. SF-424B ' *A ss uran ces-Non - 
Construction ” 

All applicants must sign and return 
the “Assurances’* with the application. 

4. Project Narrative 

Each narrative should include the 
following major Sections: 

a. Analysis of Need. 

b. Project Design (Work Programs). 

c. Organizational Experience in 
Program Areas. 

d. Management History. 

e. Staffing and Resources. 

f. Staff Responsibilities. 

The project narrative must address 
the specific purposes mentioned in part 
C of this Program Announcement. The 
narrative should provide information on 
how the application meets the 
evaluation criteria in part D of this 
Program Announcement. 

Part F—Application Procedures 

1. A vailability of Forms 

Applications for awards under this 
OCS program must be submitted on 
Standard Forms (SF) 424, 424A, and 
424B. Part F and attachments B, C, and 
D to this Program Announcement 
contain all the instructions and forms 
required for submittal of applications. 
The forms may be reproduced for use in 
submitting of applications. Copies of the 
Federal Register containing this 
announcement are available at most 
local libraries and Congressional 
District Offices for reproduction. If 
copies are not available at these sources 
they may be obtained by writing or 
telephoning the office listed in the 
section entitled “For Further 
Information” at the beginning of this 
announcement. 

2. Application Submission 

The date by which applications must 
be received is indicated under “Closing 
Date” at the beginning of this 
announcement. An application will be 
considered to be received on time under 
either one of the following two 
circumstances: 

a. Applications may be mailed to: 
Administration For Children and 
Families, Division of Grants 
Management, 6th floor OFM/DGM, 370 
L’Enfant Promenade, SW., Washington, 
DC 20447. 

b. Hand delivered applications are 
accepted during normal working hours 
of 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, on or prior to the established 
closing date at: Administration For 
Children and Families, Division of 


Grants Management. 901 D Streets. SW., 
Sixth Floor OFM/DGM, Washington, DC 
20447. 

An application will be considered to 
be received on time if sent on or before 
the closing date as evidenced by a 
legible U.S. Postal Service postmark or a 
legibly dated receipt from a commercial 
carrier. Private metered postmarks will 
not be considered acceptable as proof of 
timely mailing. Applications submitted 
by any means other than through the 
U.S. Postal Service or commercial 
carrier shall be considered as 
acceptable only if physically received at 
the above address before close of 
business on or before the deadline date. 

Note: Applicants should note that the U.S. 
Postal Service does not uniformly provide a 
dated post mark. Before relying on this 
method, applicants should check with their 
local post office. In some instances packages 
presented for mailing after a pre-determined 
time are postmarked with the next day's date. 
In other cases, postmarks are not routinely 
placed on packages. Applicants are 
cautioned to verify that there is a date on the 
package, and that it list the correct date of 
mailing, before accepting a receipt. 

Applications which have a postmark 
later than the closing date, or which are 
hand-delivered after the closing date, 
will be returned to the sender without 
consideration in the competition. 

One signed original application and 
four copies is required. The first page of 
the SF-424 must contain in the lower 
right-hand corner, one of the following 
designations: 

FN—for general grants. 

SA—for projects where migrant and 
seasonal farmworker organizations 
and Indian tribes or Indian 
organizations are applying specifically 
for set-aside funds described in Part 
B. 

NP—for grants to organizations with 
nationwide programs. 

3. Intergovernmental Review 

This program is covered under 
Executive Order 12372, 
“Intergovernmental Review of Federal 
Program,” and 45 CFR Part 100, 
“Intergovernmental Review of 
Department of Health and Human 
Services Programs and Activities.” 

Under the Order, States may design 
their own processes for reviewing and 
commenting on proposed Federal 
assistance under covered programs. 

All States and Territories except 
Alaska, Idaho, Kansas, Louisiana, 
Minnesota, Nebraska, Pennsylvania, 
Virginia, American Samoa and Palau 
have elected to participate in the 
Executive Order process and have 
established Single Points of Contact 
(SPOCs). Applicants from these ten 


jurisdictions need take no action 
regarding E.0.12372. Applicants for 
projects to be administered by 
Federally-recognized Indian Tribes are 
also exempt from the requirements of 
E.0.12372. Applicants must submit any 
required material to the SPOCs as soon 
as possible to alert them of the 
prospective applications and receive 
any necessary instructions, so that the 
program office can obtain and review 
SPOC comments as part of the award 
process. It is imperative that the 
applicant submit all required materials, 
if any. to the SPOC and indicate the 
date of this submittal (or the date of 
contact if no submittal is required) on 
the Standard Form 424, item 16a. 

Under 45 CFR 100.8(a)(2), a SPOC has 
60 days from the application deadline 
date to comment on proposed new or 
competing continuation awards. 
Therefore, the comment period for State 
processes will end 150 days after the 
date of publication of this 
Announcement to allow time for ACF to 
review, consider and attempt to 
accommodate SPOC input. SPOCs are 
encouraged to eliminate the submission 
of routine endorsements as official 
recommendations. Additionally, SPOCs 
are requested to clearly differentiate 
between mere advisory comments and 
those official State process 
recommendations which they intend to 
trigger the “accommodate or explain” 
rule. 

When comments are submitted 
directly to ACF, they should be 
addressed to: Department of Health and 
Human Services, Administration for 
Children and Families, Division of 
Grants Management, 6th Floor. 370 
L’Enfant Promenade SW., Washington, 
DC, 20447. 

A list of the Single Points of Contact 
for each State and Territory is included 
as Attachment G of this announcement. 

4. Application Consideration 

Applications which meet the 
screening requirements in section 5 
below will be reviewed competitively. 
Such applications will be referred to 
reviewers for a numerical score and 
explanatory comments based solely on 
responsiveness to program guidelines 
and evaluation criteria published in this 
announcement. Applications will be 
reviewed by persons outside of the OCS 
unit which would be directly responsible 
for programmatic management of the 
grant. The results of these reviews will 
assist the Director and OCS program 
staff in considering competing 
applications. Reviewers’ scores will 
weigh heavily in funding decisions but 
will not be the only factors considered. 
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Applications will generally be 
considered in order of the average 
scores assigned by reviewers. However, 
highly ranked applications are not 
guaranteed funding since the Director 
may also consider other factors deemed 
relevant including, but not limited to. the 
timely and proper completion of projects 
funded with OCS funds granted in the 
last five (5) years: Comments of 
reviewers and government officials; 
staff evaluation and input; geographic 
distribution; previous program 
performance of applicants; compliance 
with grant terms under previous DHHS 
grants; audit reports; investigative 
reports; and applicant’s progress in 
resolving any final audit disallowances 
on OCS or other Federal agency grants. 
OCS reserves the right to discuss 
applications with other Federal or non- 
Federal funding sources to ascertain the 
applicant's performance record. 
Incomplete prior performance is grounds 
for rejecting the application. 

5. Criteria for Screening Applications 

a. Initial Screening 

All applications that meet the 
published deadline for submission will 
be screened to determine completeness 
and conformity to the requirements of 
this announcement. Only those 
applications meeting the following 
requirements will be reviewed and 
evaluated competitively. Others will be 
returned to the applicants with a notion 
that they were unacceptable. 

(1) The application must contain a 
completed Standard Form (SF) 424. 

(2) The SF-424 must be signed by an 
official of the organization applying for 
the grant who has authority to obligate 
the organization legally. 

b. Pre-rating Review 

Applications which pass the initial 
screening will be forwarded to 
reviewers for analytical comment and 
scoring based on the criteria detailed in 
the section below and the specific 
requirements contained in part C of this 
Announcement. Prior to the 
programmatic review, these reviewers 
and/or OCS staff will verify that the 
applications comply with this program 
announcement in the following areas: 

(1) Eligibility: Applicant meets the 
eligibility requirements found in Part B. 

(2) Number of Projects: The 
application contains only one project. 

(3) Target Populations: The 
application clearly targets the specific 
outcomes and benefits of the project to 
low-income participants and 
beneficiaries as defined in the DHHS 
Poverty Income Guidelines (Attachment 
A). 


(4) Grant Amount: The amount of 
funds requested does not exceed 
$50,000, (except for nationwide 
programs). 

(5) Program Focus: The application 
addresses the purposes described in 
part C of this announcement. 

c. Evaluation Criteria 

Applications which pass the initial 
screening and prerating review will be 
assessed and scored by reviewers. Each 
reviewer will give a numerical score for 
each application reviewed. These 
numerical scores will be supported by 
explanatory statements on a formal 
rating form describing major strengths 
and major weaknesses under each 
applicable criterion published in this 
announcement. 

Part G—Contents of Application 
Package and Application 

(Approved by the Office of Management 
and Budget under Control Number 0970- 
0062.) 

Application Package 

Each application submission must 
include: 

A signed original and four additional 
copies of the application 

Each copy of the application must 
contain in the order listed each of the 
following: 

a. Table of Contents with page 
numbers noted for each major section 
and subsection of the proposal and each 
section of the appendices. Each page in 
the application, including those in all 
appendices, must be numbered 
consecutively. 

b. Standard Form 424. Application for 
Federal Assistance. (See Attachment B) 
The SF-424 should be completed in 
accordance with instructions provided 
with the form, as well as OCS specific 
instruction set forth in part E of this 
Announcement. 

Applicants must also be aware that 
the applicant's legal name as required in 
SF-424 (Item 5) must match that listed 
as corresponding to the Employer 
Identification Number (Item 6). 

c. Standard Form 424A, Budget 
Information. (See Attachment C) Pages 1 
and 2 should be completed. 

d. Standard Form 424B, Assurances— 
Non-Construction Programs. (See 
Attachment D) This form must be signed 
and submitted with the Application. 

e. Restriction on Lobbying Activities— 
Certification for Contracts, Grants, 
Loans, and Cooperative Agreements: 
(Required only if lobbying has actually 
taken place or is expected to take place 
in trying to obtain the grant for which 


the applicant is applying.) Fill out, sign 
and date form found at Attachment H. 

f. Disclosure of Lobbying Activities— 
SF-ILL: Fill out, sign and date form 
found at Attachment H. 

g. Project Narrative—(See part E. 
section 4.) 

Please note the following: 

—Applications may not exceed 30 pages 
in their entirety. 

—The SF-424 must contain an original 
signature of the certifying 
representative of the applicant 
organization. 

—Applications must be uniform in 
composition since OCS may find it 
necessary to duplicate them for 
review purposes. Therefore 
applications must be submitted on 8 l /s 
x 11 inch paper only. They must not 
include colored, oversized or folded 
materials, organizational brochures, 
or other promotional materials, slides, 
films, clips, etc., in the proposal. Such 
materials will be discarded if 
included. 

—Applications should be submitted in 
ringbinders that will allow for easy 
separation and reassembly. 

—While applications must be 
comprehensive. OCS encourages 
conciseness and brevity in the 
presentation of materials and cautions 
the applicant to avoid unnecessary 
duplication of information. 

—All applicants will receive an 
acknowledgement postcard w r ith an 
identification number which will be 
noted on the acknowledgement. This 
number must be referred to in all 
subsequent communications with 
OCS concening the application. If an 
acknowledgment is not received 
within three weeks after the deadline 
date, applicants must notify ACF by 
telephone (202) 401-9230. 

—Applicant should also submit a 
mailing label for the 
acknowledgement card. 

Part H—Award Recipient Reporting 
Requirements 

Following approval of the applications 
selected for funding, notice of project 
approval and authority to draw down 
project funds will be made in writing. 
The official award document is the 
Notice of Grant Award which provides 
the amount of Federal funds approved 
for use in the project, the budget period 
for which support is provided, and the 
terms and conditions of the award. 

In addition to the General Conditions 
and Special Conditions (where the latter 
are warranted) w r hich will be applicable 
to grants, grantees will be subject to the 
provisions of 45 CFR parts 74 (non¬ 
governmental) and 92 (governmental). 
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Grantees will be required to submit 
quarterly progress and financial reports 
(SF-269) as well as a final progress and 
financial report. 

Grantees are subject to the audit 
requirements in 45 CFR parts 74 and 92. 
Note, with incomplete performance, the 
Grantee may be subject to financial 
penalties and refunding to the grant 
amount. 

Section 319 of Public Law 101-121, 
signed into law on October 23,1989. 
imposes new prohibitions and 
requirements for disclosure and 
certification related to lobbying when 
applicant has engaged in lobbying 
activities or is expected to lobby in 
trying to obtain the grant. It provides 
limited exemptions for Indian tribes and 
tribal organizations. Current and 
prospective recipients (and their subtier 
contractors and/or grantees) are 
prohibited from using appropriated 
funds for lobbying Congress or any 
Federal agency in connection with the 
award of a contract, grant, cooperative 
agreement or loan. In addition, for each 
award action in excess of $100,000 (or 
$150,000 for loans) the law requires 
recipients and their subtier contractors 
and/or subgrantees (1) to certify that 
they have neither used nor will use any 
appropriated funds for payment to 
lobbyists, (2) to submit a declaration 
setting forth whether payments to 
lobbyists have been or will be made out 
of non-appropriated funds and, if so, the 
name, address, payment details, and 
purpose of any agreements with such 


lobbyists whom recipients or their 
subtier contractors or subgrantees will 
pay with the nonappropriated funds and 
(3) to file quarterly up-dates about the 
use of lobbyists if any event occurs that 
materially affects the accuracy of the 
information submitted by way of 
declaration and certification. The law 
establishes civil penalties for 
noncompliance and is effective with 
respect to contracts, grants, cooperative 
agreements and loans entered into or 
made on or after December 23,1989. See 
Attachment H for certification and 
disclosure forms to be submitted with 
the applications for this program. 

Attachment 1 indicates the regulations 
which apply to all applicants/grantees 
under the Discretionary Grants Program. 

Dated: March 10,1992. 

Eunice S. Thomas, 

Director, Office of Community Services. 

Attachment A—1992 Poverty Income 
Guidelines for all States (Except Alaska 
and Hawaii) and the District of 
Columbia: 


Size of family unit 

Poverty 

guideline 

1.... .... 

$6,810 


9,190 

3.... 

11.570 

4 . 

13,950 

5 ... 

16.330 


18.710 

7 .. 

21.090 

8 ._. 

23,470 



For family units with more than 8 
members, add $2,380 for each additional 
member. 

Poverty Income Guidelines for Alaska: 


Size of family unit 

Poverty 

guideline 

1 

$8,500 

11,480 

2. 


14.460 

4. 

17.440 

5 . 

20.420 

23.400 


7. 

26,380 

29,360 

8 ...,... 



For family units with more than 8 
members, add $2,980 for each additional 
member. 

Poverty Income Guidelines for 
Hawaii: 


Size of family unit 

Poverty 

guideline 

1 

$7,830 

2 .„... 

10,570 

3 . 

13,310 

4 . _ . . . .. . . . . 

16,050 

5 . ... 

18,790 

6 . 

21,530 

7. 

24.270 

8 ............*. 

27.010 



For family units with more than 8 
members, add $2,740 for each additional 
member. * 

BILLING CODE 4130-01-1* 
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Attachment B—SF 424, Application for Federal Assistance and Instructions for the SF 424 


APPLICATION FOR 

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE 

2. OAT! SUOANTTED 

Applicant identifier 

1. TYPE OF SUSANSSlO* 

Applic*Oon 

Q Construction 

□ Non-Construction 

PmMDpftCStton 

□ Construction 

□ Non-Construction 

J. DATS RECEIVED tv STATS 

Stata Application tdontifier 

A OATS RECEIVED tv FEDERAL AGENCY 

Faderai identifier 


t. APPLICANT INFofmatio* 


Orgoruzatonal Una: 


AAJw (Qr +9 City, county, xtmt *. and ttp codm) 


Noma and t a leprtona num&ar of the 
this application (grv* area coda) 


parson to be contactod on manors mvofvmg 


1. TYPI OF AFPUCAMT: jenfw mooroonsm lotto? m tout f l" 


c employe* >pg>fnmcATX)w mtm c* <im»: 


m-rr i i i 


t. TYPt OF AFFUCATO* 

□ Now Q Continuation Q Ra*i*on 

n R avtyo n . an tar appropnata teffer<a) m bas(as) Q] Q 

A incraaaa Award 8. Oacraaaa Award C tncroasa Duration 

0 Docroaao Duration Omar (Mpoafyy 


A Slat# 

8 County 
C Municipal 
O. Township 
£ intarstoto 
F tntarmuncipal 
a Spaoal District 


M tndepondent School 0.st 
L Stata Controfiad institution of High* 
J Prrvata Urwvarsitv 
1C Indian Tnba 
L moivKJuaf 
M Profit Organization 
N Other (Specify) _ 


•. MAM* OF FEDERAL AOENCV 


tO. CATALOG OF FfDtRAL DOMESTIC 
ASSISTANCE MOM*** 


TTTTX 


11. OfSCIWTTV* TTTCI OF APOLtCAWTS FOOJ8CT 


it. areas AFFICTSD OV PROJECT (ab+x. count tea. sfarea. ale f 


19. FRQPQSSD PROJECT: 


14. CONGRESSIONAL OtSTRlCTl OF: 


Start Data 


Ending Oata 


a Applicant 


b Protect 


IS ESTIMATED FlfMOINQc 

IS. »S APPLICATION SUSJECT TO REVIEW EV STATS EXICUTTVS ONOCR 12J72 PROCESS* 

a Federal 

t 00 

a. YES THIS PREAPPLICATIO^APPUCATION WAS UAOE AVAILABLE TO TH€ 

STATE EXECUTIVE ORDER 12372 PROCESS FOR REVIEW ON 

b Applicant 

t 00 

DATE 

C Stata 

t 00 

. 

b NO □ PROGRAM IS NOT COVEREO BY 6 0 12372 

d Local 

9 00 

□ OR PROGRAM MAS NOT BEEN SELECTED BY STATE FOR REVIEW 

a Other 

1 00 


f Program income 

9 00 

17. 1$ THE APPLICANT DELINQUENT ON ANY FEDERAL OEETT 

□ Toe H ‘Yes.’ attach an explanation Q No 

g TOTAL 

9 00 


IS TO THE MtT OF MV KNOWLEDGE AMO MUtF ALL OATA I 
AUTMOMtZEO OV THf OOVCOMIMO •OOT OF THE APPLICANT A! 


I AFFUCATOM/OWAPOUCATION AMI TRUE 
€ AFOUCAMT WILL COMPLY WITH THf ATTACHED 


THE DOCUMENT NAS BEEN OULY 

IF THf ASSISTAMCf IS AWA«0«0 


a Typed Noma of Authorized Rapraaantativa 


b Tula 


C TaWphona numtw 


d Signature of Authorized Representative 

Previous Editions Lot Utaow 


a Oata Signed 


Authorized for Local Reproduction 


Standard Form 424 (REV 4-88) 
Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102 
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE SF 424 

This is a standard form used by applicants as a required facesheet for preapplications and applications submitted 
for Federal assistance. It will be used by Federal agencies to obtain applicant certification that States which have 
established a review and comment procedure in response to Executive Order 12372 and have selected the program 
to be included in their process, have been given an opportunity to review the applicant’s submission 

ltem Entrv Item: Entry 


1. Self-explanatory. 12. 

2 . Date application submitted to Federal agency (or 
State if applicable) & applicant’s control number 

(if applicable). 13 

3. State use only (if applicable). 14 . 

4. If this application is to continue or revise an 
existing award, enter present Federal identifier 
number. If for a new project, leave blank. 

5. Legal name of applicant, name of primary 
organizational unit which will undertake the 
assistance activity, complete address of the 
applicant, and name and telephone number of the 
person to contact on matters related to this 
application. 

6 . Enter Employer Identification Number (EIN) as 
assigned by the Internal Revenue Service. 

7. Enter the appropriate letter in the space 
provided. 

1 fi 

8 . Check appropriate box and enter appropriate 
letter(s) in the space(s) provided 

—"New" means a new assistance award. 

—"Continuation" means an extension for an 
additional funding/budget period for a project 
with a projected completion date. 17 . 

— "Revision" means any change in the Federal 
Government’s financial obligation or 
contingent liability from an existing 
obligation. 

9. Name of Federal agency from which assistance is 

being requested with thi 9 application. 18 

10 . Use the Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
number and title of the program under which 
assistance is requested. 

11 . Enter a brief descriptive title of the project, if 
more than one program is involved, you should 
append an explanation on a separate sheet. If 
appropriate (e g., construction or real property 
projects), attach a map showing project location. 

For preapplications, use a separate sheet to 
provide a summary description of this project 


List only the largest political entities affected 
(e g . State, counties, cities) 

Self-explanatory 

List the applicant's Congressional District and 
any District(s) affected by the program or project. 

Amount requested or to be contributed during 
the first funding/budget period by each 
contributor Value of in-kind contributions 
should be included on appropriate lines as 
applicable. If the action will result in a dollar 
change to an existing award, indicate only the 
amount of the change. For decreases, enclose the 
amounts in parentheses. If both basic and 
supplemental amounts are included, show 
breakdown on an attached sheet. For multiple 
program funding, use totals and show breakdown 
using same categories as item 15. 

Applicants should contact the State Single Point 
of Contact (SPOC) for Federal Executive Order 
12372 to determine whether the application is 
subject to the State intergovernmental review 
process 

This question applies to the applicant organi¬ 
zation, not the person who signs as the 
authorized representative Categories of debt 
include delinquent audit disallowances, loans 
Bnd taxes 

To be signed by the authorized representative of 
the applicant A copy of the governing body's 
authorization for you to sign this application as 
official representative must be on file in the 
applicant's office. (Certain Federal agencies may 
require that this authorization be submitted as 
part of the application.) 











, _ . Slandaid Fotm 424A (4 88) 
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE SF-424A 


General Instructions 

This form is designed so that application can be made 
for funds from one or more grant programs. In pre¬ 
paring the budget, adhere to any existing Federal 
grantor agency guidelines which prescribe how and 
whether budgeted amounts should be separately 
shown for different functions or activities within the 
program. For some programs, grantor agencies may 
require budgets to be separately shown by function or 
activity. For other programs, grantor agencies may 
require a breakdown by function or activity. Sections 
A,B,C, and D should include budget estimates for the 
whole project except when applying for assistance 
which requires Federal authorization in annual or 
other funding period increments. In the latter case, 
Sections A,B, C. and D should provide the budget for 
the first budget period (usually a year) and Section E 
should present the need for Federal assistance in the 
subsequent budget periods. All applications should 
contain a breakdown by the object class categories 
shown in Lines a-k of Section B 

Section A. Budget Summary 
Lines 1-4, Columns (a) and (b) 

For applications pertaining to a single Federal grant 
program (Federal Domestic Assistance Catalog 
number) and not requiring a functional or activity 
breakdown, enter on Line 1 under Column (a) the 
catalog program title and the catalog number in 
Column (b). 

For applications pertaining to a single program 
requiring budget amounts by multiple functions or 
activities, enter the name of each activity or function 
on each line in Column (a), and enter the catalog num¬ 
ber in Column (b). For applications pertaining to mul¬ 
tiple programs where none of the programs require a 
breakdown by function or activity, enter the catalog 
program title on each line in Column (a) and the 
respective catalog number on each line in Column (b). 

For applications pertaining to multiple programs 
where one or more programs require a breakdown by 
function or activity, prepare a separate sheet for each 
program requiring the breakdown Additional sheets 
should be used when one form does not provide 
adequate space for all breakdown of data required 
However, when more than one sheet is used, the first 
page should provide the summary totals by programs. 

Lines 1-4, Columns (c) through (g.) 

For new applications, leave Columns (c) and (d) blank 
For each line entry in Columns (a) and (b), enter in 
Columns (e), (0, and (g) the appropriate amounts of 
funds needed to support the project for the first 
funding period (usually a year). 


Lines 1-4, Columns (c) through (g.) (continued) 

For continuing grant program applications , submit 
these forms before the end of each funding period as 
required by the grantor agency. Enter in Columns (c) 
and (d) the estimated amounts of funds which will 
remain unobligated at the end of the grant funding 
period only if the Federal grantor agency instructions 
provide for this. Otherwise, leave these columns 
blank. Enter in columns (e) and (0 the amounts of 
funds needed for the upcoming period. The amount(s) 
in Column (g) should be the sum of amounts in 
Columns (e) and (0. 

For supplemental grants and changes to existing 
grants, do not use Columns (c) and (d). Enter in 
Column (e) the amount of the increase or decrease of 
Federal funds and enter in Column (0 the amount of 
the increase or decrease of non-Federal funds. In 
Column (g) enter the new total budgeted amount 
(Federal and non-Federal) which includes the total 
previous authorized budgeted amounts plus or minus, 
as appropriate, the amounts shown in Columns (e) and 
(0. The amount(s) in Column (g) should not equal the 
sum of amounts in Columns (e) and (0. 

Line 5 — Show the totals for all columns used. 

Section B Budget Categories 

In the column headings (1) through (4), enter the titles 
of the same programs, functions, and activities shown 
on Lines 1-4, Column (a), Section A. When additional 
sheets are prepared for Section A, provide similar 
column headings on each sheet. For each program, 
function or activity, fill in the total requirements for 
funds (both Federal and non-Federal) by object class 
categories 

Lines 6a-i — Show the totals of Lines 6a to 6h in each 
column 

Line 6j - Show the amount of indirect cost. 

Line 6k - Enter the total of amounts on Lines 6i and 
6 j. For all applications for new grants and 
continuation grants the total amount in column (5), 
Line 6k, should be the same as the total amount shown 
in Section A, Column (g), Line 5. For supplemental 
grants and changes to grants, the total amount of the 
increase or decrease as shown in Columns (l)-(4), Line 
6 k should be the same as the sura of the amounts in 
Section A, Columns (e) and (0 on Line 5. 


S f 424A 14-68) page! 
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Attachment D—SF 424B, Assurances—Non-Construction Programs 


OM8 Approval No. 0348-0040 


Note: 


ASSURANCES — NON-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS 

2 £^»£?!k assura . nces applicable to your project or program. If you have questions. 

S f rding a K enc y urther, certain Federal awarding agencies may require applicants 

to certify to additional assurances. If such is the case, you will be notified. * PP 


\s the duly authorized representative of the applicant I certify that the applicant: 


l Has the legal authority to apply for Federal 
assistance, and the institutional, managerial and 
financial capability (including funds sufficient to 
pay the non-Federal share of project costs) to 
ensure proper planning, management and com¬ 
pletion of the project described in this application. 

-• Will give the awarding agency, the Comptroller 
General of the United States, and if appropriate, 
the State, through any authorized representative, 
access to and the right to examine all records, 
books, papers, or documents related to the award; 
and will establish a proper accounting system in 
accordance with generally accepted accounting 
standards or agency directives. 

I. Will establish safeguards to prohibit employees 
from using their positions for a purpose that 
constitutes or presents the appearance of personal 
or organizational conflict of interest, or personal 
gain. 

1. Will initiate and complete the work within the 
applicable time frame after receipt of approval of 
the awarding agency. 

>. Will comply with the Intergovernmental 
Personnel Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 55 4728-4763) 
relating to prescribed standards for merit systems 
for programs funded under one of the nineteen 
statutes or regulations specified in Appendix A of 
OPM’s Standards for a Merit System of Personnel 
Administration (5 C.F.R. 900, Subpart F). 

> Will comply with all Federal statutes relating to 
nondiscrimination. These include but are not 
limited to: (a) Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 
1964 (P.L. 88-352) which prohibits discrimination 
on the basis of race, color or national origin; (b) 
Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972, as 
amended (20 USC. 55 168M683, and 1685-1686), 
which prohibits discrimination on the basis of sex; 
(c) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as 
amended (29 U S C. 5 794), which prohibits dis¬ 
crimination on the basis of handicaps; (d) the Age 
Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended (42 
U S.C 55 6101-6107), which prohibits discrim¬ 
ination on the basis of age; 


(e) the Drug Abuse Office and Treatment Act of 
1972 (P.L. 92-255), as amended, relating to 
nondiscrimination on the basis of drug abuse, (0 
the Comprehensive Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism 
Prevention, Treatment and Rehabilitation Act of 
1970 (P.L 91-616), as amended, relating to 
nondiscrimination on the basis of alcohol abuse or 
alcoholism; (g) 55 523 and 527 of the Public Health 
Service Act of 1912 (42 USC 290 dd-3 and 290 ee 
3), as amended, relating to confidentiality of 
alcohol and drug abuse patient records; (h) Title 
VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 1968 (42 U S C § 
3601 et seq ), as amended, relating to non¬ 
discrimination in the sale, rental or financing of 
housing; (i) any other nondiscrimination 
provisions in the specific statute(s) under which 
application for Federal assistance is being made; 
and (j) the requirements of any other 
nondiscrimination statute(s) which may apply to 
the application. 

7. Will comply, or has already complied, with the 
requirements of Titles II and III of the Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (P L. 91-646) 
which provide for fair and equitable treatment of 
persons displaced or whose property is acquired as 
a result of Federal or federally assisted programs 
These requirements apply to all interests in real 
property acquired for project purposes regardless 
of Federal participation in purchases. 

8 . Will comply with the provisions of the Hatch Act 
(5 U SC. 55 1501-1508 and 7324-7328) which limit 
the political activities of employees whose 
principal employment activities are funded in 
whole or in part with Federal funds 

9 Will comply, as applicable, with the provisions of 
the Davis-Bacon Act (40 USC 55 276a to 276a- 
7), the Copeland Act (40 USC 5 276c and 18 
U S.C. 55 874), and the Contract Work Hours and 
Safety Standards Act (40 U S C 55 327 333), 
regarding labor standards for federally assisted 
construction subagreements 
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10. Will comply, if applicable, with flood insurance 
purchase requirements of Section 102(a) of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (P.L. 93-234) 
which requires recipients in a special flood hazard 
area to participate in the program andto purchase 
flood insurance if the total cost of insurable 
construction and acquisition is $10,000 or more. 

11. Will comply with environmental standards which 
may be prescribed pursuant to the following: (a) 
institution of environmental quality control 
measures under the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (P.L. 91-190) and Executive 
Order (EO) 11514; (b) notification of violating 
facilities pursq&nt to EO 11733; (c) protection of 
wetlands pursuant to EO 11990; (d) evaluation of 
Hood hazards in floodplains in accordance with EO 
11983; (e) assurance of project consistency with 
the approved State management program 
developed under the Coastal Zone Management 
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 55 1451 et seq); (0 
conformity of Federal actions to State (Clear Air) 
Implementation Plans under Section 176(c) of the 
Clear Air Act of 1955, as amended (42 U.S.C. 5 
7401 et seq.); (g) protection of underground sources 
of drinking water under the Safe Drinking Water 
Act of 1974, as amended, (P.L. 93-523); and (h) 
protection of endangered species under the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, (P.L. 
93-205). 

12. Will comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act 
of 1968 (16 U.S.C. 55 1271 et seq.) related to 
protecting components or potential components of 
the national wild and scenic rivers system. 


13. Will assist the awarding agency in assuring 
compliance with Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (16 
U.S.C. 470), EO 11593 (identification and 
protection of historic properties), and the 
Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act of 
1974 (16 U.S.C. 469a-1 et seq.). 

14. Will comply with P.L. 93-348 regarding the 
protection of human subjects involved in research, 
development, and related activities supported by 
this award of assistance. 

15. Will comply with the Laboratory Animal Welfare 
Act of 1966 (P.L. 89-544, as amended, 7 U.S.C. 
2131 et seq.) pertaining to the care, handling, and 
treatment of warm blooded animals held for 
research, teaching, or other activities supported by 
this award of assistance. 

16. Will comply with the Lead-Based Paint Poisoning 
Prevention Act (42 U.S.C. 55 4801 et seq.) which 
prohibits the use of lead based paint in 
construction or rehabilitation of residence 
structures. 

17. Will cause to be performed the required financial 
and compliance audits in accordance with the 
Single Audit Act of 1984. 

18. Will comply with all applicable requirements of all 
other Federal laws, executive orders, regulations 
and policies governing this program. 


SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED CERTIFYING OFFICIAL 

TITLE 

APPLICANT ORGANIZATION 

DATE SUBMITTED 


WLLINQ coot 4130-0 t-C 

















Federal Register / Vol. 57, No. 50 / Friday, March 13. 1992 / Notices 


9033 


Attachment E—U.S. Department of Health 
and Human Services Certification Regarding 
Drug-Free Workplace Requirements Grantees 
Other Than Individuals 

By signing and/or submitting this 
application or grant agreement, the grantee is 
providing the certification set out below. 

This certification is required by regulations 
implementing the Drug-Free Workplace Act 
of 1988. 45 CFR part 76. subpart F. The 
regulations, published in the January 31.1989 
Fedoral Register, require certification by 
grantees that they will maintain a drug-free 
workplace. The certification set out below is 
a material representation of fact upon which 
reliance will be placed when the U.S. 
Department of Health and Human Services 
determines to award the grant. False 
certification or violation of the certification 
shall be grounds for suspension of payments, 
suspension or termination of the grant, or 
govemmentwide suspension or debarment. 

A. The grantee certifies that it will provide 
a drug-free workplace by: 

(a) Publishing a statement notifying 
employees that the unlawful manufacture, 
distribution, dispensing, possession, or use of 
a controlled substance is prohibited in the 
grantee’s workplace and specifying the 
actions that will be taken against employees 
for violation of such prohibition: 

(b) Establishing a drug-free awareness 
program to inform employees about: 

(1) The dangers of drug abuse in the 
workplace; 

(2) The grantee’s policy of maintaining a 
drug-free workplace; 

(3) Any available drug counseling, 
rehabilitation, and employee assistance 
programs; and 

(4) The penalties that may be imposed 
upon employees for drug abuse violations 
occurring in the workplace: 

(c) Make it a requirement that each 
employee to be engaged in the performance 
of the grant be given a copy of the statement 
required by paragraph (a): 

(d) Notifying the employee in the statement 
required by paragraph (a) that, as a condition 
of employment under the grant, the employee 
will: 

(1) Abide by the terms of the statement: 
and 

(2) Notify the employer of any criminal 
drug statute conviction for a violation 
occurring in the workplace not later than five 
days after such conviction; 

(e) Notifying the agency within ten days 
after receiving notice under subparagraph 
(d)(2) from an employee or otherwise 
receiving actual notice of such conviction: 

(f) Taking one of the following actions, 
within 30 days of receiving notice under 
subparagraph (d)(2). with respect to any 
employee who is so convicted: 

(1) Taking appropriate personnel action 
against such an employee, up to and 
including termination; or 

(2) Requiring such employee to participate 
satisfactorily in a drug abuse assistance or 
rehabilitation program approved for such 
purposes by a Federal, state or local health, 
law enforcement, or other appropriate 
agency; 

(g) Making a good faith effort to continue to 
maintain a drug-free workplace through 


implementation of paragraphs (a), (bf. (c). (d), 
and (f). 

B. The grantee shall insert in the space 
provided below the site(s) for the 
performance of work done in connection with 
the specific grant (Street address, city, 
county, state, zip code): 


Attachment F—Certification Regarding 
Debarment. Suspension, and Other 
Responsibility Matters—Primary Covered 
Transactions 

By signing and submitting this proposal, the 
applicant, defined as the primary participant 
in accordance with 45 CFR part 76. certifies 
to the best of its knowledge and belief that its 
principals involved: 

(a) Are not presently debarred, suspended, 
proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, 
or voluntarily excluded from covered 
transactions by any Federal department or 
agency; 

(b) Have not within a 3-year period 
preceding this proposal been convicted of or 
had a civil judgment rendered against them 
for commission of fraud or a criminal offense 
in connection with obtaining, attempting to 
obtain, or performing a public (Federal. State, 
or local) transaction or contract under a 
public transaction; violation of Federal or 
State antitrust statutes or commission of 
embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, 
falsification or destruction of records, making 
false statements, or receiving stolen property; 

(c) Are not presently indicted or otherwise 
criminally or civilly charged by a government 
entity (Federal. State or local) with 
commission of any of the offenses 
enumerated in paragraph (l)(b) of this 
certification; and 

(b) Have not within a 3-year period 
preceding this application/proposal had one 
or more public transactions (Federal. State, or 
local) terminated for cause or default. 

The inability of a person to provide the 
certification required above will not 
necessarily result in denial of participation 
for this covered transaction. If necessary, the 
prospective participant shall submit an 
explanation of why it cannot provide the 
certification. The certification or explanation 
will be considered in connection with the 
Department of Health and Human Services’ 
(HHS) determination whether to enter into 
this transaction. However, failure of the 
prospective primary participant to furnish a 
certification or an explanation shall 
disqualify such person from participation in 
this transaction. The prospective primary 
participant agrees that by submitting this 
proposal, it will include the clause entitled 
’’Certification Regarding Debarment. 
Suspension. Ineligibility, and Voluntary 
Exclusion—Lower Tier Covered 
Transactions”, provided below, without 
modification in all lower tier covered 
transactions and in all solicitations for lower 
tier covered actions. 


Certification Regarding Debarment. 
Suspension, Ineligibility and Voluntary 
Exclusions—Lower Tier Covered 
Transactions (To Be Supplied to Lower Tier 
Participants) 

By signing and submitting this lower tier 
proposal, the prospective lower tier 
participant, as defined in 45 CFR part 78, 
certifies to the best of its knowledge and 
belief that it and its principals: 

(a) Are not presently debarred, suspended, 
proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, 
or voluntarily excluded from participation in 
this transaction by any Federal department 
or agency. 

(b) Where the prospective lower tier 
participant is unable to certify to any of the 
above, such prospective participant shall 
attach an explanation to this proposal. 

The prospective lower tier participant 
further agrees by submitting this proposal 
that it will include this clause entitled 
“Certification Regarding Debarment, 
Suspension. Ineligibility and Voluntary 
Exclusions—Lower Tier Covered 
Transactions” without modification in all 
lower tier covered transactions and in all 
solicitations for lower tier covered 
transactions. 

Attachment G 

State Single Points of Contact 

Alabama 

Mrs. Moncell Thomell. State Single Point of 
Contact. Alabama Department of Economic 
& Community Affairs. 3465 Norman Bridge 
Road. Post Office Box 250347. Montgomery, 
Alabama 38125-0347. Telephone (205) 284- 
8905 

Arizona 

Ms. Janice Dunn, Arizona State 
Clearinghouse, 3800 N. Central Avenue. 
Fourteenth Floor. Phoenix, Arizona 85012, 
Telephone (602) 280-1315 

Arkansas 

Mr. Joseph Cillesbie, Manager, State 
Clearinghouse. Office of Intergovernmental 
Service, Department of Finance and 
Administration. P.O. Box 3278, Little Rock. 
Arkansas 72203, Telephone (501) 371-1074 

California 

Glenn Stober, Grants Coordinator, Office of 
Planning and Research. 1400 Tenth Street, 
Sacramento. California 95814, Telephone 
(916) 323-7480 

Colorado 

State Single Point of Contact. State 
Clearinghouse, Division of Local 
Government, 1313 Sherman Street, room 
520. Denver. Colorado 80203. Telephone 
(303) 866-2156 

Connecticut 

Under Secretary. Attn: Intergovernmental 
Review Coordinator. Comprehensive 
Planning Division. Office of Policy and 
Management. 80 Washington Street. 
Hartford. Connecticut 06106-4459, 
Telephone (203) 566-3410 
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Delaware 

Francine Booth, State Single Point of Contact. 
Executive Department, Thomas Collins 
Building. Dover. Delaware 19903, 

Telephone (302) 736-3326 

District of Columbia 

Lovetta Davis. State Single Point of Contact. 
Executive Office of the Mayor. Office of 
Intergovernmental Relations. Room 416. 
District Building. 1350 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW„ Washington, DC 20004. 
Telephone (202) 727-0111 

Florida 

Karen McFarland, Director, Florida State 
Clearinghouse. Executive Office of the 
Covemor. Office of Planning and 
Budgeting The Capitol. Tallahassee, 
Florida 32390-0001. Telephone (904) 483- 
8114 

Georgia 

Charles H. Badger. Administrator. Georgia 
State Clearinghouse. 270 Washington 
Street. SW„ Atlanta. Georgia 30334. 
Telephone (404) 650-3855 

Hawaii 

Mr. Harold S. Masumoto. Acting Director. 
Office of State Planning. Department of 
Planning and Economic Development, 
Office of the Governor. State Capitol, 
Honolulu. Hawaii 96813. Telephone (B08J 
548-3016 or 548-3085 

Illinois 

Tom Berkshire, State Singh Point of Contact. 
Office of the Governor, State of Illinois. 
Springfield, Illinois 62766. Telephone (217) 
782-8630 

Indiana 

Frank Sullivan. Budget Director. State Budget 
Agency. 212 State House. Indianapolis. 
Indiana 48204. Telephone (317) 232-5610 

Iowa 

Steven R. McCann. Division for Community 
Progress, Iowa Department of Economic 
Development. 200 East Grand Avenue. Des 
Moines. Iowa 50300, Telephone (515) 281- 
3725 

Kentucky 

Robert Leonard. State Single Point of 
Contact, Kentucky State Clearinghouse. 

2nd Hoot Capital Pi&za Tower. Frankfort, 
Kentucky 40601. Telephone (502) 564-2382 

Maine 

State Single Point of Contact. Attn: Joyce 
Benson, State Planning Office, State House 
Station #38, Augusta, Maine 04333, 
Telephone (207) 289-3261 

Maryland 

Mary Abrams. Chief. Maryland State 
Clearinghouse. Department of State 
Planning. 301 West Preston Street, 
Baltimore. Maryland 21201-2385. 

Telephone (301) 225-4400 

Massachusetts 

State Single Point of Contact. Attn: Beverly 
Boyle. Executtve Office of Communities tk 
Development. 100 Cambridge Street, room 


1803. Boston. Massachusetts 02202. 
Telephone (617) 727-7001 

Michigan 

Milton O. Waters Director of Operations. 
Michigan Neighborhood Builders Alliance. 
Michigan Department of Commerce, 
Telephone (517) 373-7111 

Please direct correspondence to: Manager. 
Federal Project Review. Michigan 
Department of Commerce, Michigan 
Neighborhood Builders Alliance. P.O. Box 
30242. Lansing. Michigan 48009. Telephone 
(517) 373-8223 

Mississippi 

Cathy Mallette. Clearinghouse Officer. 
Department of Finance and Administration. 
Office of Policy Development, 421 West 
Pascagoula Street. Jackson. M ; ssi9sippi 
39203. Telephone (801) 960-4280 

Missouri 

Lois Pohl. Federal Assistance Clearinghouse, 
Office of Administration. Division of 
General Services, P.O. Box 800, Room 430. 
Truman Building, Jefferson City, Missouri 
65102, Telephone (314) 751-4834 

Montona 

Deborah Stanton. St8te Single Point of 
Contact. Intergovernmental Review 
Clearinghouse, c/o Office of Budget and 
Program Planning, Capitol Station. Room 
202—State Capitol, Helena. Montana 59620, 
Telephone (406) 444-5522 

Nevada 

Department of Administration, Stale 
Clearinghouse. Capitol Complex, Carson 
City, Nevada 80710, ATTN: John B. Walker, 
Clearinghouse Coordinator 

New Hampshire 

Jeffrey H. Taylor, Director. New Hampshire 
Office of State Hanning. Attn: 
Intergovernmental Review Process/James 
K. Bieber, 2Vfe Beacon Street. Concord. New 
Hampshire 03301. Telephone (603) 271-2155 

New Jersey 

Barry Skokowski, Director. Division of Local 
Government Services, Department of 
Community Affairs. CN 803. Trenton, New 
Jersey 08625-0803, Telephone (609) 292- 
6813 

Please direct correspondence and questions 
to: Nelson S. Silver, State Review Process, 
Division of Local Government Services. CN 
803. Trenton. New Jersey 08625-0603. 
Telephone (609) 292-9025 

New Mexico 

Dorothy F. (Duffy) Rodriguez, Deputy 
Director, State Budget Division. 

Department of Finance 8 Administration, 
Room 190. Bataan Memorial Building, 

Santa Fc, New Mexico 875C3, Telephone 
(505) 827-3640 

New York 

New York State Clearinghouse. Division of 
the Budget. State Capitol, Albany. New 
York 12224. Telephone (518) 474-1805 

North Carolina 

Mrs. Chrys Baggett. Director. 
Intergovernmental Relations. N.C. 


Department of Administration. 118 W. 

Jones Street. Raleigh, North Carolina 27611, 
Telephone (919) 733-0499 

North Dakota 

William Robinson. State Single Point of 
Contact. Office of Intergovernmental 
Affairs, Office of Management and Budget. 
14th Floor. State Capitol, Bismarck. North 
Dakota 58505. Telephone (701) 224-2094 

Ohio 

Larry* Weaver. State Single Point of Contact. 
State/Federal Funds Coordinator. State 
Clearinghouse. Office of Budget and 
Management, 30 East Broad Street. 34th 
Floor, Columbus, Ohio 43266-0411, 
Telephone (614) 468-0689 

Oklahoma 

Don Strain, State Single Point of Contact. 
Oklahoma Department of Commerce. 

Office of Federal Assistance Management. 
6601 Broadway Extension. Oklahoma City, 
Oklahoma 73116, Telephone (405) 843-9770 

Rhode Island 

Daniel W. Varin. Associate Director, 
Statewide Planning Program, Department 
of Administration. Division of Planning. 265 
Melrose Street, Providence, Rhode Island 
02907, Telephone (401) 277-2658 
Please direct correspondence and question to: 
Review Coordinator. Office of Strategic 
Planning. 

South Carolina 

Danny L Cromer. State Single Point of 
Contact. Grant Services. Office of the 
Governor. 1205 Pendleton Street, room 477. 
Columbia. South Carolina 29201. Telephone 
(803) 734-0493 

South Dakota 

Susan Comer. State Clearinghouse 
Coordinator, Office of the Governor. 500 
Fast Capitol. Pierre, South Dakota 57501, 
Telephone (605) 773-3212 

Tennessee 

Charles Brown, State Single Point of Contact. 
State Planning Office. 500 Charlotte 
Avenue. 309 John Sevier Building, 

Nashville. Tennessee 37219. Telephone 
(615)741-1670 

Texas 

Tom Adams, Governor’s Office of Budget and 
Planning, P.O. Box 12428, Austin. Texas 
78711, Telephone (512) 463-1778 

Utah 

Utah State Clearinghouse, Attn: Carolyn 
W f right Office of Planning and Budget. 

State of Utah. 116 State Capitol Building. 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114, Telephone (SfT) 
538-1547 

Vermont 

Bernard D. Johnson. Assistant Director. 

Office of Policy Research and 
Coordination. Pavilion Office Building. 109 
State Street. Montpelier. Vermont 05602, 
Telephone (802) 828-3326 
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Washington 

Marilyn Dawson, Washington 
Intergovernmental Review Process. 
Department of Community Development, 

9th and Columbia Building. Mail Stop GH- 
51. Olympia. Washington 98504-4151. 
Telephone (206) 753-4978 

West Virginia 

Fred Cutlip, Director. Community 
Development Division, Governor's Office of 
Community and Industrial Development. 
Building #8. room 553. Charleston. West 
Virginia. 25305. Telephone (304) 348-4010 

Wisconsin 

fames R. Klauser, Secretary. Wisconsin 
Department of Administration. 101 South 
Webster Street. GEF 2, P.O. Box 7864. 
Madison, Wisconsin 53707-7864, Telephone 
(808) 266-1741 

Please direct correspondence and questions 
to: William C. Carey. Section Chief, 
Federal-State Relations Office. Wisconsin 
Department of Administration, Telephone 
(608) 286-0267 

Wyoming 

Ann Redman. State Single Point of Contact. 
Wyoming State Clearinghouse. State 
Planning Coordinator’s Office. Capitol 
Building, Cheyenne. Wyoming 82002. 
Telephone (307) 777-7574 

Territories 

Guam 

Michael J. Reidy. Director. Bureau of Budget 
and Management Research, Office of the 
Governor, P.O. Box 2950, Agana. Guam 
96910. Telephone (671) 472-2285 

Northern Mariana Islands 

State Single Point of Contact. Planning and 
Budget Office. Office of the Governor. 


Saipan. CM. Northern Mariana Islands 
96650 

Puerto Rico 

Patna Custodio/Israel Soto Marrero, 
Chairman/Director. Puerto Rico Planning 
Board. Minifies Government Center. P.O. 
Box 41119, San Juan. Puerto Rico 00940- 
9985. Telephone (809) 727-4444 

Virgin Islands 

Jose L. Geoige. Director. Office of 
Management and Budget. Nos. 32 & 33 
Kongens Cade. Charlotte Amalie. V.I. 

00802. Telephone (809) 774-0750 

Attachment H 

Restrictions on Lobbying 

Certification for Contracts, Grants, Loans, 
and Cooperative Agreements 

The undersigned certifies, to the best of his 
or her knowledge and belief, that: 

(1) No Federal appropriated funds have 
been psid or will be paid, by or on behalf of 
the undersigned, to any person for influencing 
or attempting to influence an officer or 
employee of any agency, a Member of 
Congress in connection with the awarding of 
any Federal contract, the making of any 
Federal grant, the agreement, and the 
extension, continuation, renewal, 
amendment or modification of any Federal 
contract grant loan, or cooperative 
agreement. 

(2) If any funds other than Federal 
appropriated funds have been paid or wifi be 
paid to any person for influencing or 
attempting to influence an officer or 
employee of any agency, a Member of 
Congress In connection with this Federal 
contract, grant, loan, or cooperative 
agreement the undersigned shall complete 
and submit Standard Form-LLL, “Disclosure 


Form to Report Lobbying.” in accordance 
with its instructions. 

(3) The undersigned shall require that the 
language of this certification be included in 
the award documents for subawards at all 
tiers (including subcontracts, subgrants and 
contracts under grants, loans, and 
cooperative agreements) and that all 
subrecipients shall certify and disclose 
accordingly. 

This certification is a material 
representation of fact upon which reliance 
was placed when this transaction was made 
or entered into. Submission of this 
certification is a prerequisite for making or 
entering into this transaction imposed by 
section 1352, title 31. U.S. Code. Any person 
who fails to file the required certification 
shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less 
than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for 
each such failure. 

Statement for Loan Guarantees and Loan 
Insurance 

The undersigned states, to the best of his or 
her knowledge and belief, that: 

If any funds have been paid or wifi be paid 
to any person for influencing or attempting to 
influence an officer or employee of any 
agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or 
employee of Congress, or an employee of a 
Member of Congress in connection with this 
commitment providing for the United States 
to insure or guarantee a loan, the undersigned 
shall compete and submit Standard Form 
LLL, “Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying,” 
in accordance with its instructions. 


Signature 

Organization 

Date 

BJLUMQ coot 413 O- 01 -M 
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DISCLOSURE OF LOBBYING ACTIVITIES 

Complete this form to disclose lobbying activities pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1352 
(See reverse for public burden disclosure.) 


Approved by OM 
0346-004* 


Type of Federal Action: 

□ a. contract 

b. grant 

c. cooperative agreement 

d. loan 

e. loan guarantee 

f. loan insurance 


2. Status of Federal Action: 

I a. bid/offer/application 

-* b. initial award 

c. post-award 


4. Name and Address of Reporting Entity: 

□ Prime □ Subawardee 

Tier_, if known: 


Congressional District if known: 


□ 


Report Type: 

a. initial filing 

b. material change 

For Material Change Only: 

year _ quarter 

date of last report _ 


5. If Reporting Entity In No. 4 is Subawardee, Enter Name 
and Address of Prime: 


Congressional District if known: 


€. Federal Department/Agency. 


7. Federal Program Name'Description: 


CFDA Number, if applicable: 


S. Federal Action Number, if known: 


9. Award Amount if known: 
S 


10. a. Name and Address of Lobbying Entity 

(if individual, last name, first name, Ml): 


b. Individuals Performing Services (including address if 
different from No. 10a) 

(last name, first name, Ml): 


(attach Continuation Sheet(s) SF-LLL-A, rf necessary) 


11. Amount of Payment (check all that apply): 

S _ □ actual □ planned 


12. Form of Payment (check all that apply): 

□ a. cash 

□ b. in-kind; specify, nature_ 

value _ 


13. Type of Payment (check all that apply): 


□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 


a. retainer 

b. one-time fee 

c. commission 

d. contingent fee 

e. deferred 

f. other; specify: 


14. Brief Description of Services Performed or to be Performed and Datefs) of Service, including officerfs), employees), 
or Memberfs) contacted, for Payment Indicated in Item 11: 


(attach Continuation SheelfsJ Sf-Ul-A if necessary) 


15. Continuation Sheet(s) SF-LLL-A attached: □ Yes 


□ No 


It inform at ion requested through ten term k authorized by ml* SI U.SC 
•action USX The dneteuare of lobbying actMtm « a material representation 
ft Cad upon which r elian ce waa pieced by the iter above when thrt 
Pare art win wea mad* or entered mto Thr* dndoeure m requwed pursuant to 
11 US.C 11U Thu information wifl be reported to the Con free* a emi 


ftfe tee re r frore d decteawre ahafl be subvert to a ehd penalty of not lets than 
f *0.000 and not more than $100,000 ter each auch farkire 


Signature: _ 
Print Name: 
Title: _ 


Telephone No.:. 


Date:. 


Federal Use Only 


Authorized (or Local teproductior* 
Standard Form - lil 

















































Federal Register / Vol. 57, No. 50 / Friday, March 13,1992 / Notices 


9037 


INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETION OF SF-LLL* DISCLOSURE OF LOBBYING ACTIVITIES 

This disclosure form shall be completed by the reporting entity, whether subawardee or prime Federal recipient, at the 
initiation or receipt of a covered Federal action, or a material change to a previous filing, pursuant to title 31 U.S.C. 
section 1352. The filing of a form is required for each payment or agreement to make payment to any lobbying entity for 
influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or 
employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with a covered Federal action. Use the 
SF-LLL-A Continuation Sheet for additional information if the space on the form is inadequate. Complete all items that 
apply for both the initial filing and material change report. Refer to the implementing guidance published by the Office of 
Management and Budget for additional information. 

1. Identify the type of covered Federal action for which lobbying activity is and/or has been secured to influence the 
outcome of a covered Federal action. 

2. Identify the status of the covered Federal action. 

3. Identify the appropriate classification of this report. If this is a followup report caused by a material change to the 
information previously reported, enter the year and quarter in which the change occurred. Enter the date of the last 
previously submitted report by this reporting entity for this covered Federal action. 

4. Enter the full name, address, dty, state and zip code of the reporting entity. Include Congressional District, if 
known. Check the appropriate classification of the reporting entity that designates if it is, or expects to be, a prime 
or subaward recipient. Identify the tier of the subawardee, e g., the first subawardee of the prime is the 1st tier. 
Subawards include but are not limited to subcontracts, subgrants and contract awards under grants. 

5. If the organization filing the report in item 4 checks "Subawardee". then enter the full name, address, dty, state and 
zip code of the prime Federal redpient. Indude Congressional District, if known. 

6. Enter the name of the Federal agency making the award or loan commitment. Include at least one organizational 
level below agency name, if known. For example, Department of Transportation, United States Coast Guard. 

7. Enter the Federal program name or description for the covered Federal action (item 1). If known, enter the full 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) number for grants, cooperative agreements, loans, and loan 
commitments. 

8. Enter the most appropriate Federal identifying number available for the Federal action identified in item 1 <e.g.. 
Request for Proposal (RFP) number; Invitation for Bid (1FB) number; grant announcement number; the contract, 
grant, or loan award number; the applicatiorVproposal control number assigned by the Federal agency). Indude 
prefixes, e g., "RFP-DE-90-001." 

9. For a covered Federal action where there has been an award or loan commitment by the Federal agency, enter the 
Federal amount of the awardloan commitment for the prime entity identified in item 4 or 5. 

10. (a) Enter the full name, address, dty, state and zip code of the lobbying entity engaged by the reporting entity 

identified in item 4 to influence the covered Federal action. 

(b)Enter the full names of the individual(s) performing services, and indude full address if different from 10 (a). 

Enter Last Name, First Name, and Middle Initial (Ml). 

11. Enter the amount of compensation paid or reasonably expected to be paid by the reporting entity (item 4) to the 
lobbying entity (item 10). Indicate whether the payment has been made (actual) or will be made (planned). Check 
all boxes that apply. If this is a material change report, enter the cumulative amount of payment made or planned 
to be made. 

12. Check the appropriate box(es). Check all boxes that apply. If payment is made through an in-kind contribution, 
spedfy the nature and value of the in-kind payment. 

13. Check the appropriate box(es). Check all boxes that apply. If other, spedfy nature. 

14. Provide a specific and detailed description of the services that the lobbyist has performed, or will be expected to 
perform, and the datefs) of any services rendered. Indude all preparatory and related activity, not just time spent in 
actual contact with Federal offidals. Identify the Federal offidal(s) or employee(s) contacted or the officers), 
employee(s), or Members) of Congress that were contacted. 

15. Check whether or not a SF-LLL-A Continuation Sheet(s) is attached. 

16. The certifying official shall sign and date the form, print his/her name, title, and telephone number. 


Public reporting burden for thu collection of information is estimated to average 30 mintuet per response, including time for reviewing 
instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of 
information Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions 
for reducing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budget Paperwork Reduction Project (0346-0046). Washington. D C 20503 
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DISCLOSURE OF LOBBYING ACTIVITIES 

CONTINUATION SHEET 


Approved by OM6 

0349-0046 


Reporting Entity; 


P*ge 


of 


BILLING CODE 4130-01-C 


Authorized for Local Reproduction 
Sundtzd Form - LLL-A 
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Attachment I 

The following DHHS regulations apply to 
all applicants/grantees under the Community 
Food and Nutrition Program. 

Title 45 of the Code of Federal Regulations: 
Part 16—Procedures of the Departmental 
Grant Appeals Board 
Part 74—Administration of Grants (non¬ 
governmental) 

Part 74— Administration of Grants (state and 
local governments and Indian Tribal 
affiliates): 

§$ 74.62(a) Non-Federal Audits 
74.173 Hospitals 

74.174(b) Other Nonprofit Organizations 
74.304 Final Decisions in Disputes 
74.710 Real Property, Equipment and 
Supplies 

74.715 General Program Income 
Part 75— Informal Grant Appeal Procedures 
Part 76— Debarment and Suspension Form 
Eligibility for Financial Assistance 

Subpart F—Drug Free Workplace 
Requirements 

Part 80—Non-discrimination 
Under Programs Receiving Federal 
Assistance through the Department of 
Health and Human Services 
Effectuation of Title VI of the Civil Rights 
Act of 1964 

Part 81— Practice and Procedures for 
Hearings Under Part 80 of this Title 
Part 83— Non-discrimination on the basis of 
sex in the admission of individuals to 
training programs 

Part 84— Non-discrimination on the Basis of 
Handicap in Programs 
Part 91— Non-discrimination on the Basis of 
Age in Health and Human Services 
Programs or Activities Receiving Federal 
Financial Assistance 


Part 92—Uniform Administrative 
Requirements for Grants and 
Cooperative Agreements to States and 
Local Government (Federal Register. 
March 11.1988) 

Part 93—New Restrictions on Lobbying 
Part 100—Intergovernmental Review of 
Department of Health and Human 
Services Programs and Activities 

Attachment J 

Optional Checklist (for use of applicant 
only) to verify contents of applicction. 

Check 

A. Application contains: 

1. Table of Contents ( ) 

2. Completed SF 424, Application 

for Federal Assistance ( ) 

3. completed SF 424A, Budget In¬ 

formation—Non-Construction 
Programs ( ) 

4. Signed SF 424B. Assurances— 

Non-Construction Programs ( ) 

5. A project narrative with the fol¬ 
lowing components: 

a. Analysis of need ( ] 

b. Project design [ J 

c. Organizational experience in 

program [ ] 

d. Management history 

e. Staffing and resources 

(resume or job description) | ) 

f. Staff responsibilities 

6. Relevant portions of the organi¬ 

zation's by-laws and articles of 
incorporation confirming eligi¬ 
bility [ J 

7. A signed copy of Certification 

Regarding the Anti-Lobbying 
Provision; [ ] 

8. A completed Disclosures of 

Lobbying Activities form, if ap¬ 
propriate; [ ] 


Check 

9. A self-addressed mailing label 
which can be affixed to a post¬ 
card to acknowledge receipt of 
application. | ) 

B. Application does not exceed a 

total of 30 pages. [ | 

C. Application includes one original 

and four copies, printed on white 
8Vk by 11 inch paper, and present¬ 
ed in a ring binder. ( | 

16. (For continuation projects 

only) The preliminary evalua¬ 
tion of the original project. [ ) 

17. A self-addressed mailing label 

which can be affixed to a post¬ 
card to acknowledge receipt of 
application | j 

B. Application does not exceed a 

total of 50 pages. [ ) 

C. Application includes one original 
and four copies, printed on white 
816 by 11 inch paper, two holed 
punched at the top center and fas¬ 
tened separately with a compres¬ 
sor slide paper fastener, such as 
an ACCO clip, or a binder clip. 

The submission of bound applica¬ 
tions, or applications enclosed in 
binders, is specifically discour¬ 
aged. | 1 

D. Applicant is aware that in signing 
and submitting the application for 
funds under the DPP Program, it is 
certifying that it has read and un¬ 
derstood the Federal Guidelines 
concerning a drug-free workplace 
and the debarment regulations set 
forth in attachments E and F re¬ 
spectively. 

[FR Doc. 92-5986 Filed 3-12-92; 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOE 4130-01-Si 



















Reader Aids 


Federal Register 

Vol. 57. No. 50 
Friday. March 13, 1992 


I 


INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE 


Federal Register 


index, finding aids & general information 202-523-5227 

Public inspection desk 

523-5215 

Corrections to published documents 

523-5237 

Document drafting information 

523-5237 

Machine readable documents 

523-3447 

Code of Federal Regulations 


Index, finding aids & general information 

523-5227 

Printing schedules 

523-3419 

Laws 


Public Laws Update Service (numbers, dates, etc.) 

523-6641 

Additional information 

523-5230 

Presidential Documents 


Executive orders and proclamations 

523-5230 

Public Papers of the Presidents 

523-5230 

Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents 

523-5230 

The United States Government Manual 


General information 

523-5230 

Other Services 


Data base and machine readable specifications 

523-3447 

Guide to Record Retention Requirements 

523-3187 

Legal staff 

523-4534 

Privacy Act Compilation 

523-3187 

Public Laws Update Service (PLUS) 

523-6641 

TDD for the hearing impaired 

523-5229 

FEDERAL REGISTER PAGES AND DATES, MARCH 


7315-7530. 2 

7531-7644. 3 

7645-7874. 4 

7875-8058. 5 

8059-8256.6 

8257-8396. 9 

8397-8568. 10 

8569-8718.11 

8719-8834.12 

8835-9040. 13 


CFR PARTS AFFECTED DURING MARCH 


At the end of each month, the Office of the Federal Register 
publishes separately a List of CFR Sections Affected (LSA), which 
lists parts and sections affected by documents published since 
the revision date of each title. 


3 CFR 


Proclamations: 

6407 .7873 

6408 .8255 

6409 . 8395 

6410 .8835 

Executive Orders: 

1274 (Amended by 
EO 12790).8057 

12790 . 8057 

12753 (Superseded by 

EO 12791).8717 

12791 .8717 

Administrative Orders: 


Presidential Determinations: 

No. 92-15 Of 

February 18. 1992.7315 

No. 92-16 of 

February 18, 1992. 7317 

No. 92-17 of 

February 26, 1992. 8569 

No. 92-18 Of 

February 28, 1992.8571 


Memorandums: * 

February 18, 1992. 

.7521 

5 CFR 

430. 

.7319 

532. 

.7533 

Proposed Rules: 

842. 

.7666 

843. 

.7666 

7 CFR 

360. 

.8837 

10 CFR 

2. 

.8519 

Proposed Rules: 

Ch. 1. 

..7327, 7893 

35. 


61. 


73. 

.7645 

Ch. II. 

.7327 

Ch. Ill. 

.7327 

Ch. X. 

.7327 

11 CFR 

106. 


12 CFR 

204. 

.8059 

325. 

.7646 

337. 

.7647 

Proposed Rules: 

Ch. Ill. 

.8282 

8. 


204. 


337. 


563. 

.8732 

603. 

.8851 


615. 

.7672 

13 CFR 


122. 


14 CFR 

21. 


23. 


39. 7649. 8060-8063. 8257- 

8261.8574-8576.8721- 
8724.8839 

73. 

.8840 

97. 

Proposed Rules: 


Ch. 1 . 


39. 7328-7338, 7559-7562, 

7673-7684, 7094. 7895. 

8585,8734 

91. 

.8830 

107. 


108. 

15 CFR 


Proposed Rules: 

Ch. IX. 

16 CFR 

.8964 

Proposed Rules: 

1500. 

17 CFR 

.7686 

Proposed Rules: 

4. 

.7435 

19 CFR 

12. 

Proposed Rules: 

.8725 

Ch. 1. 

.8283 

21 CFR 

14. 

.8064 

101. 

.8174 

106. 

.7435 

173. 

.8065 

510. 

...7651. 8577 

520. 

... 7651. 8577 

524. 

.7651 

546. 

...7651.8961 

548. 

.7652 

558.7651. 7652. 8402. 8577 

573. 

Proposed Rules: 

.7875 

5. 

. 8188, 8189 

20. 

...8177, 8188 

100. 

.8179. 8188 

101.8177, 

8183, 8185- 
8191 

105. 

..8188, 8189 

130. 

.8184 8188 

310. 

.8586 

357. 

... 7647. 8586 

890. 

.7339 







































































































ii 


Federal Register / Vol. 57, No. 50 / Friday, March 13, 1992 / Reader Aids 


22 CFR 


Proposed Rules: 

514.8428 

24 CFR 

905...... 8065 

965...8065 

968. 8065 

Proposed Rules: 

570_8519 

3280_8284 

26 CFR 

1.8073, 8961 

48_ 7653 

301._7545 

Proposed Rules: 


1.~.7340, 7347, 7563, 8098 


27 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

Ch. L...8101 

28 CFR 

0.....7876 

18 (2 documents).8262, 

8263 


29 CFR 

1910.......7847, 7877 

1926. 7877 

2676.... 8840 

Proposed Rules: 

103.7897 

1910.8101 


30 CFR 


77__ 

.7468 

Proposed Rules: 


56. 

.8102 

57.... 

-....8102 

58.... 

.7900 


70 ....8102 

71 .... 8102 


72.. 

... 7900 

75.. 

..8102 

77. 

.8102 

701.. 

....8102 

780. 

.8102 

784... 

....8102 

816.... 

...8102 

817... 

.....8102 

31 CFR 


Proposed Rules: 


Ch. If. 

.8286 

91.. . 

.... 7686 

92. 

.7686 

100... 

.7686 

Subchapter A. 

.7564 


32 CFR 

156.. 7878 

287. 8074 

350. 7547 


33 CFR 

ioo..... 

117.. 

165.. ... 

Proposed Rules: 

100 .... 

117.. .. 

154. 

162.. .. 


8419 
.7655, 7879 
.8265 


.7348 

.8428 

...8708 

..8852 


402..8103 


34 CFR 


642 .9004 

643 _ 9004 

644 . 9004 

645 ....9004 

646 _ 9004 

668. 9004 

791_ 8996 

38 CFR 

3.__7847, 8267, 8578 

36.7655 

Proposed Rules: 

14. 8852 

40 CFR 

35. 8074 

47. 8390 

52.7549, 7550, 8075-8082, 

8268 

61..8012 

148.. ...8086 

180. 8841-8844 

261.. . 7628 

264 . 8086 

265 . ...8086 

268...8086 


271..7552, 7553, 7321. 


8089 


281_8420 


789. 

Proposed Rules: 

Ch. 1. 

50__ 

.7656 

...7564, 8286 
__8429 

52. 

....7900, 8104 

58..... 

....7636, 7687 

61. 

A017 

122.. 

....8522 

123. 

.8522 

124. 

.8522 

180...7701, 7703, 

8106, 8736- 
8739 

261. 

_7636 

501.. 

..8522 

750. 

.7349 

761. 

.7349 

41 CFR 

301-9. 

.8090 

301-11. 

42 CFR 

.8090 


124..8271 

417 .8194 


431... 

.8194 

434.. 

.8194 

483 . 

.. 8194 

484.... 

.8194 

489. 

.8194 

498. 

.8194 

Proposed Rules: 
411. 

.8588 

483. 

.8961 

43 CFR 

3150. 

.9010 

3160. 

.9010 

Proposed Rules: 

310a.... 

..8605 

3150.... 

.9014 

3160.... 

.9014 

45 CFR 



Ch. XXIV..7321 


1611. 

.8578 

Proposed Rules: 

641. 

.7355 

46 CFR 


10. 

68. 

.7326 

.7640 

Proposed Rules: 

381 . 

_ 8287 

47 CFR 

0 . 

.8579 

1_7879, 8272. 8579 

2„._.8272 

R 

.7879 

43. 

.8579 


63.7883 

73.7660, 7661, 7885, 7886, 

8278,8421,8422,8580, 
8581,8726,8845 

76.8278, 8845 

80.8727 

9a .. 8422 

95.. 8272 

Proposed Rules: 

73...7704, 7902, 8430 

90.8854 


48 CFR 


513. 7555 

522.7555 

Proposed Rules: 

505™. 8854 

515 . ...8854 

516 . 8854 

517 . 8856 

538. 8854 

552...8854, 8856 

1512. ...8612 

1516.. 8612 


1809.. 

5446. 

.....8279 

.8740 

5452. 

.8740 

49 CFR 

1. 

.8581 

587. 

.7556 

Proposed Rules: 

110. 

.7474 

198. 

.7705 

571...... 

.7712 

1048. 

.8430 

1001. 

.8858 

1141. 

.8108 

50 CFR 


285. 

..8728 

625.. 

..8582 

646. 

...7886 

672. 

. 8280, 8583, 8849 

675. 

.. 8583, 8584, 8850 

685. 

.7661 

Proposed Rules: 

23. 

.7713. 7719 

LIST OF PUBLIC LAWS 


This is a continuing list of 
public bills from the current 
session of Congress which 
have become Federal laws. It 
may be used in conjunction 
with “P L U S“ (Public Laws 
Update Service) on 202-523- 


6641. The text of laws is not 
published in the Federal 
Register but may be ordered 
in individual pamphlet form 
(referred to as “slip laws") 
from the Superintendent of 
Documents, U.S. Government 
Printing Office, Washington, 

DC 20402 (phone. 202-512- 
2470). 

H.J. Res. 395/P.L. 102-252 

Designating February 6, 1992, 
as “National Women and Girls 
in Sports Day”. (Mar. 10, 

1992; 106 Stat. 68; 2 pages) 
Price: $1.00 

Last List March 12, 1992 


















































































































































